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First Lieut. Thomas M. Cockrill.
First Lieut. Delmore S. Wood.
First Lieut. Arthur Vollmer.
First Lieut. Otto B. Trigg.
First Lieut. George W. L. Pretiyman.
First Lient. Horace L. Hudson.
First Lieut. Lawrence C. Frizzell.
First Lieut. Robert F. White.
First Lieut. Henry D. Jay.
First Lieut. Ray L. Burnell.
First Lieut. Ray Harrison.
First Lient. William F. Daugherty.
First Lieut. John T. Cole.
First Lieut. Stephen H. Sherrill.
First Lieut. Charles H. Gerhardt. -
First Lient. Herbert C. Holdridge.
First Lieut. Albert C. Smith.
First Lieut. Nicholas W. Lisle.
First Lieut. Percy G. Black.
First Lieut. Albert C. Stanford.
First Lieut. Louis LeR. Martin.
First Lieut. William K., Harrison, jr-
First Lieut. Josiah F., Morford.
First Lieut. Ernest N. Harmon.
To be first leufenants.
Second Lieut. Clyde B. Bell.
Second Lieut. John M. Bethel.
Second Lieut. Francis P. Tompkins.
Second Lieut. Cornelins C. Jadwin, 2d.
Second Lieut. Donald Coray.
INFANTRY.

To be colonel.

Lieut. Col. John F. Madden.
To be lieutenant colonel.

Maj. Paul Giddings.

To be majors.

Capt. William H. Pattersen.
Capt. Elliott M. Norton.
Capt. Roscoe H. Hearn.
Capt. Morris M. Keck.
Capt. Auswell E. Deitsch.
Capt. Joseph C. Kay.
Capt. Walter C. Jones.
Capt. La Vergne L. Gregg.
: To be eaptains.
First Lieut. Lewis Perrine.
First Lieut. Clarke K. Fales.
First Lient. Madison Pearson.
TFirst Lieut. John M. Boon.
First Lieut. Roger Hilsman.
First Lieut. Holmes E. Dager.
First Lieut. James E. Allison,
First Lieut. Harry E. Fischer.
First Lieut. Charles E. Rayens.
First Lieut. Charles H. Jones.
First Lient. Roger Williams, jr.
First Lieut. Harry B. Hildebrand.
First Lient. William Hones.
First Lieut. Albert C. Anderson.
First Lieut. William H. Jeiner.
COAST ARTILLERY CORPS.
To be lieutenant eolonel,

Maj. James B. Mitchell.

To be major.
Capt. Edward D. Powers, !

To be first licutenant.
Second Lieut, Donald W. Sawtelle.
FIELD ARTILLERY ARM;

To be colonels.
Lieut. Col. Harrison Hall.
Lieut. Col. Wright Smith.

To be lieutenant colonel.
Maj. Augustine McIntyre.
To be major.
Capt. Walter 8. Sturgill,

PORTO RICO REGIMENT OF INFANTEY,

To be caplains.

First Lieut. Enrique Urrutia, jr.
First Lieut. Enrique de Orbeta.
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To be first lienienant.
Second Lieut. Antonio A, Vazquez.
PoSTMASTERS.

COLORADO,
George Haver, Eckley.
Ernest E. Hufty, Paonia.

NEBRASKA.
Nora G. Johnson, Big Spring.
Laura M. Baird, Cairo.
Thomas J. Oberender, Chappell.
Claude A. Sheffner, Hay Springs.
Archie L. Smith, Imperial.
Lew E. Bartholomew, Ralston.

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES.
Friax, May 21, 1920.

The House met at 12 o'clock noomn.
The Chapldain, Rev. Henry N. Couden, D. D., offered the fol-
lowing prayer:

O Thou God and Father of us all, who hast made us after
. Thine own image and likeness in the embryo, to be developed in
the strenuous and complicated duties of life,

We are a great people numerically and in achievements, but
a heterogeneous mass from every clime and people under the
sun, with different traditions and conceptions of life. Teach us,
we beseech Thee, how to live together in peace and harmony
under Amerlean traditions, thoughts, and ideals. In the spirit
| of the Lord Jesus Christ. Amen.

The Journal of the proceedings of yesterday was read and ap-
proved.

EXTENSION OF REMARKS.

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker—— :

The SPEAKER. For what purpose does the gentleman rise?

Mr. KING. Mr. Speaker, I desire to ask unanimous consent
to extend my remarks in the Recorp by printing two short
letters on the financial situation.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
-mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp by printing
I two letters on the financial situation. Is there cbjection?

Mr. BLACK. Mr. Speaker, I objeet.

CALL OF THE HOUSE.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, I make the point of order that
there is no gquorum present.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio makes the point
of order that there is no quorum present. In the opinion of the
Chair there is no quorum present

Mr. MONDELL:. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of the House.

The motion was agreed to,

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will close the doors, the
Sergeant at Arms will notify absent Members, and the Clerk
-will call the roll

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:
 Blackmon Frear Kitchin Small

Booher Gandy Kreider Smith, N. Y.
Brinson Godwin, N. C. Lankford Smithwick
Britten Goodall Lesher Snyder
Brumbaugh Graham, Pa. MeDuffie Steele
Caraway Greene, Vi, MePherson Stevenson
Carter Harrison Merritt Strong, Pa.
Clark, Fla, Hastings Montague Sumners, Tex,
Cole Hayden Morin man
Costello Heflin O'Connor Towner
Curry, Calif, Hernandez Rhodes Vaile
Dominick Hersman Riordan Venable
Dooling Hoch Rose Ward
Doremus Holland Rowan ‘Wilson, Pa.
Drane Huli Babath Zihlman
Drewry Hutchinson Scully

Ellsworth Jones, Pa. Sears

Elston Kettner Slegel

The SPEAKER. On this roll eall 361 Members have an.
swered to their names. A quorum is present.

Mr. MONDELL. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense with fur-
‘ther proceedings under the call

The motion was agreed to.

The SPEAKER. The Doorkeeper will open the doors.

ENEOLLED BILLS PRESENTED TO THE FRESIDENT FOR HIS APPROVAL.
Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that this day they had presented to the President of the United

States, for his approval, the following bills:
H. R.13138. An act to amend section 8 of an act entitled “An

act to supplement existing laws against unlawful restraints and
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monopolies, and for other purposes,” approved October 15, 1914,
as amended May 15, 1916;

H. R.11024. An act to amend an act entitled “An act making
appropriations for the current and contingent expenses of the
Bureau of Indian Affairs, for fulfilling treaty stipulations with
various Indian tribes, and for other purposes, for the fiscal year
ending June 30, 1914,” approved June 30, 1913;

H. R.10285. An act to authorize the purchase by the city of
Myrtle Point, Oreg., of certain lands formerly embraced in the
grant to the Oregon & California Railread Co. and revested in
the United States by the act approved June 9, 1916;

H. R. 13576, An act to authorize the Secretary of War to turn
over to the Postinaster General without charge therefor a cer-
tain building, or buildings, now located at Watertown, N. Y.;

H. R.13389. An act to authorize the Secretary of the Interior
to dispose of at public sale certain isolated and fractional
tracts of lands formerly embraced in the grant to the Oregon &
California Rallroad Co.;

H. R. 13274. An act to convey to the Big Rock Stone & Con-

struction Co. a portion of the military reservation of Fort |

Logan H. Roots, in the State of Arkansas;

H. R.13157. An act authorizing the issuance of patent to
Johnson County, Wyo., of lands for poor-farm purposes;

H. &, 9825. An act authorizing certain railroad companies, or
their successors in interest, to convey for public-road purposes
certain parts of their rights of way;

H. R.9781. An act to amend section 217 of the act entitled
“An act to codify, revise, and amend the penal laws of the
United States,” approved March 4, 1909; and

H. R.8440. An act to restore to the public domain certain
lands heretofore reserved for a bird reservation in Siskiyou
and Modoc Counties, Calif.,, and Klamath County, Oreg., and
for other purposes.

PEACE WITH GERMANY.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the
Speaker's table House joint resolution 327, entitled “A joint
resolution terminating the war declared to exist April 6, 1917,
between the Imperial German Government and the United
Slates, permitting on conditions the resumption of reciproeal
trade with Germany, and for other purposes,” and I move to con-
cur in the Senate amendments.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania moves to
take from the Speaker's table and concur in the Senate amend-
ments to the joint resolution, which the Clerk will report by
title.

The Clerk read as follows:

House joint resolution (H. J. Res, 327) terminating the state of
war declared to exist April 6, 1917, between the Imperial German Gov-
ernment and the United States, permitting on conditions the resump-
tion of reciprocal trade with Germany, and for other purposes,

Mr, FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I would like to ask the gentleman
if we can agree on some time for debate on this resolution?

Mr. PORTER. As I understand, we are limited to an hour,
and I am perfectly willing to divide that time with the gentle-
man from Virginia.

Mr. FLOOD. We are not limited to an hour, I understand,
unless the gentleman moves the previous question at the end
of the hour.

AMr. PORTER.
end of the hour.

Mr. FLOOD. We have a very considerable demand for time
on this side, and I would like fo ask the gentleman to agree not
to move the previous question at the end of the hour.

Mr. PORTER. Well, Mr. Speaker, this resolution has been
debated by the House upward of nine hours when it passed
the House, and we do not think that the time for debate should
be extended beyond the hour.

Mr. FLOOD. This resolution was debated in the Senate fhree
or four or five days, but I will eall the attention of the gentle-
man to the fact that it has not been debated here at all, and
this is an entirely different resolution in many respects from
the resolution which was adopted by the House,

Mr. PORTER. In reply I will say that the fundamentals of
the resolutions are the same; they strive for the same object—

a0,
pt“l\lr. FLOOD. This resolution does leave out some of the
more obnoxious features of the House resolution, but there are
a good many differences beiween this resolution and the House
resolution.

SeveEraL MeseeErs. Regular order!

Mr. FLOOD. I hope the gentleman will let us have more time
to debate it.

SevVERAL MeMBERS. Regular order!

Mr. PORTER. Mr, Speaker, I decline to yield any further
time,

That is my intention, to eclose debate at the

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ments.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I will ask the gentleman if this
side is to have any of the hour the gentleman is going to allow
for debate on this resolution?

Mr. PORTER. I stated to the gentleman it would be equally
divided.

Mr. FLOOD.
now?

Mr. PORTER. I will yield 30 minutes to the gentleman from
Virginia, 4

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ments,

The Clerk read as follows:

Strike out the preamble,

Strike out all after the resol\dlég clause and insert :

“ That the joint resolution of Congress passed A&-n G, 1917, declar-
ing a state of war to exist between the Imperial rman Government
and the Government and people of the United States, and making ;im-
visions to prosecute the same, be, and the same is hereby, repeiled,
and said state of war is hereby declared at an end: Provid » how-
ever, That all property of the Imperial German Government, or its stcs
Cessor or successors, and of all rman nationals which was, on April
6, 1017, in or has since that date come into the possession or under the
control of the Government of the United States or of an ¥ of its officers,
agents, or employees, from any source or by any agency whatsoever,
shall be retained by the United States and no disposition thereof made
except as shall speeifically be hereafter provided by Congress, un
such time as the German Government has, by treal{ with the United
States, ratification whereof is to be made by and with the advice and
consent of the Senate, made suitable provisions for the satisfaction of
all claims against the German Government of all persons, wheresoever
domiciled, who owe permanent allegiance to the United States, whether
such persons have suffered, through the acts of the German Government
or its agents since July 31, 1914, loss, damage, or injury to their per-
sons or property, directly or indirectly, through the ownership of shares
of stock in German, American, or other corporations, or have suffered
damage directly in consequence of hostilities or of any rations of
war, or otherwise and until the German Government has given further
undertakings and made provisions by treaty, to be ratified by and with
the advice and consent of the Senate, for granting to rsons owin,
permanent alleglance to the United States, most favored nation treat-
ment, whether the same be national or otherwise, in all matters affect-
ing residence, business, profession, trade, navigation, commerce, and
industrial property rights, and confirming to the United States all
fines, forfeitures, _penalties, and seizures imposed or made by the
United States during the war, whether in respect to the property of
the German Government or German nationals, and waiving any pecu-
nlary claim based on events which ocenrred at any time before the
com n[f into force of such treaty, any existlnf treaty between the
United States and Germany to the contrary notwithstanding,

* 8mc, 2. That in the interpretation of any provision re ating to the
date of the termination of the present war or of the present or existing
emergency in any acts of Congress, joint resolutions, or proclamations
of the President containing provisions contingent upon the date of the
termination of the war or of the present or existing emergency, the
date when this resolution becomes effective shall be constnmé and
treated as the date of the termination of the war or of the present
or existing emergency, notwithstanding any Rm\’ision in any act of
Congress or joint resolution providing any other mode of determining
the date of the termination of the war or of the present or existing
emergency.

“ 8SEC. 3. That until bt-‘ treaty or act or joint resolution of Congress
it shall be determined otherwise, the United States, although it has not
ratified the treaty of Versailles, does not waive any of the rights,
privileges, indemnities, reparations, or advantages to which it and its
nationals have become entitled under the terms of the armistice signed
November 11, 1918, or any extensions or modifications thereof or w ch
under the treaty of Versailles have been stipulated for its bencfit as
o:-nei ‘l’cfd the principal allied and associated powers and to which it is
entitled.

“ 8Ec. 4. That the joint resolution of Congress approved December
7, 1917, declaring that a state of war exists Letween the Imperial and
Royal Austro-Hungarian Government and the Government and the
people of the United States and making B&Jruv;slons to prosecute the
same, be, and the same is hereby, repealed, and said state of war is
hereby declared at an end, and the President is hereby requested imme-
diately to open negotiations with the successor or successors of said
Government for the purpose of establishing fully friendly relations and
commercial infercourse between the United States and the Govern-
ments and peoples of Austria and Hungary.

“Amend the title s0 as to read: ‘ Joint resolution repealing the joint
resolution of April 6, 1917, declaring that a state of war exists be-
tween the United States and Germany, and the joint resolution of
December 7, 1917, declaring that a state of war exists between the
United States and the Austro-llungarian Government.’ "

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, while House joint resolution 327
and the Senate substitute therefor differ materially in form, in
effect they are substantially the same.

Section 1 of the Senate substitute, in addition to terminating
the state of war between the Imperial German Government and
the United States, repeals the resolution of April 6, 1917, declar-
ing a state of war to exist between the two countries, and for-
bids the disposition of any property of the Imperial German
Government or its nationals now in the possession of the United
States until a treaty of peace has been ratified between the two
Governments and full reparation is made to all persons owing
permanent allegiance to the United States for loss, damage, or
injury to their persons or property caused by the German Gov-
ernment or its nationals; in other words, seetion 1 suspends any
disposgition of the property of enemy aliens until a treaty of
peace has been duly ratfified and just compensation is made by
the German Government to American citizens who have suffered

Will the gentleman please yield me 80 minutes
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damages by reason of the wrongful acts of the German Govern-
ment or its nationals.

Section 2, which provides for the termination of all war legis-
lation, is identieal with the same section in the House resolu-
tion.

Section 3 preserves all of the rights and advantages accruing
to the United States under the armistice signed November 11,
1018, and the treaty of Versailles the same as if the United
States had duly ratified said treaty. This section differs from
section 5 of the House resolution only in wording. Both sec-
tions prevent the passage of this resolution from being construed
as a waiver of any of the rights accruing to the United States
by reason of its participation in the war.

Rection 4 of the Senate substitute repeals the resolution of
December T, 1917, declaring a state of war between the Imperial
and Royal Austro-Hungarian Government and the Government
and the people of the United States and requests the President
immediately to open negotiations for a treaty of peace with the
suecessor or successors of said Government.

Section 3 of the House resolution, which allows reciprocal
trade between the two countries upon certain conditions, and
section 4, which provides a penalty for the violation of this sec-
tion, have been stricken out.

It is unnecessary to remind the House that it is now upward
of 19 months since the armistice was signed on November 11,
1918, and peither of the belligerents has indicated the slightest
intention of resuming hostilities; on the. contrary, the armies of
both sides have been demobilized, commercial relations between
the peoples of the United States and Germany have been par-
tinlly resumed; all the nations associated with us in the war
have formally ended it by treaty with Germany, and the Im-
perial German Government has been supplanted by a Republic.
Germany has conceded our demands by the treaty of Versailles,
and the only controversy remaining is the one between the Chief
Executive and the Senate over the terms of the treaty. Under
this state of facts, no reasonable mind can escape the conclusion
thai the war is long since terminated, and that our country is
insistently demanding that the shadow which this technical
state of war ecasts upon the rights and liberties of the American
people shall be promptly removed. Congress, having exercised
its power to declare war, to raise and support an army, to pro-
vide and maintain a navy, to reach into the homes of the rich
and poor alike and take therefrom the sons and place them on
the battle fronts, and to marshal all the resources of the Nation
for the successful prosecution of the war, surely has the right to
exercise the same power and vacate its official acts and thus
restore the Nation to a state of peace. [Applause.]

The arhitrary position taken by the President in regard to the
terms of the treaty with the Imperial German Government has
prevented the making of peace in the usual way, which is by
treaty ; it therefore becomes the imperative duty of Congress
to declare officially that the war is at an end. Under ordinary
circumstances the differences between the two branches of Con-
gress on 14 measure of this kind are settled in conference, but
such action would delay the passage of the resolution and prob-
ably subject it to a filibuster in the Senate on the conference
report, Your committee, therefore, being fully convineed that
time i3 the essence of this legislation, we have moved to concur
in the Senate amendments so that the measure shall promptly
reach the President.

The passage of either resolution will require the President to
state whether or not he intends to relingquish the extraordinary
war powers vested in him by Congress, as all our former war-
time Presidents have done after the termination of war, or if he
intends to remain a dictator and use these drastic and obnoxious
laws as a weapon to compel the Senate to desist from its efforts
to Americanize the treaty of peace. The American people will
awnit his answer with deep interest and grave concern. [Ap-
plause.]

Mr. Speaker, I reserve the remainder of my time.

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr. Connsarry], and, Mr. Speaker, I ask
unanimous consent that those who speak on this resolution
miay be permitted to revise and extend their remarks.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Virginia asks unani-
mous consent that all who speak on this resolution may revise
and extend their remarks in the Recorp. Is there objection?
[After a pause.] The Chair hears none.

Mr. CONNALLY. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the House,
the action of the majority is rather amusing when it is remem-
bered that on the 9th of April, H. J. Res. 327, an altogether
different resolution from that now presented, passed this House
and in due course went to the Senate. You will remember
that it was current rumor all about this Capitol at that time

and before that the resolution which was passed in the House
had been drafted in conferences hetween Republican leaders
of the House and leaders at the other end of the Capitol who
had been directing the fight over the treaty for almost a year.
Is it not remarkable that in view of such facts the Senate
should strike from the House resolution every line and every
word except the enacting clause and substitute wholly dif-
ferent provisions and language?

The action of the Senate leaders in inducing the House to
puss a resolution so palpably unconstitutional and then abandon-
ing the resolution for another of wholly different text can
only be explained upon the hypothesis that the House was
utilized as the vietim of an experimental operation. With
the House first acting senatorial spectators could gain a more
impersonal and accurate estimate of the reception given it by
the publie and could better gauge the political aspects presented.
The experimental operation was had. The public so skillfully
sensed the futility and even the hypocrisy of the measure and
s0 scorned the shameless and shocking defiance of constitutional
limitations which it exhibited that those who had formerly
secretly fathered it now renounced and repudiated their
putative paternity. The nauseous dose was sweetened amd
softened and scented and is now presented to the House with
directions on the bottle which will be faithfully followed. We
now consider a resolution absolutely variant from that which
was passed in the House, nothwithstanding the assurance of
the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs that it is
practically the same.

To-day, though we are faced by a new situation, the majority
is no less subservient to Senate suggestion and is no less willing
to obey the behests of those who sit in another body and whose
minds direct the action of this House on this resolution than
on the 9th of April. The Washington Post of yesterday morn-
ing contained a statement entitled “ House to pass Knox plan,”
and reading:

Republican leaders in the House agreed yesterday to accept the penee
resolution as adopted by the Senate as a substitute for the House
m&:ﬁon and decided tentatively to call it up to-morrow for final

The Washington Star of May 19, 1920, contained a similar
statement.

Now there are so many “Knox plans” and they change
their minds and methods so often that to know exactly what
is meant requires a perusal of the last edition of the paper.
The resolution that you adopted on April 9 was a “ Knox plan,”
but in the meantime something has modified the minds of the
ﬂfchitects of that Knox plan and we now have another “ Knox
plan.”

But, gentlemen, your attention is particularly called to the
declaration of this resolution that a repeal is had of the declara-
tion of war. This purported repeal of the declaration of war is
inserted in the hope that it will fool somebody into the thought
that by the repeal of the resolution declaring a state of war to
exist a state of peace is restored.

It was incontestably established in the debate in the House
that peace could only be restored by the joint action of the
belligerents. Congress could repeal the act providing for the
census of 1900, but its records would remain. It could repeal
the act which made appropriations for the Post Office Depart-
ment for the year 1908, but not a single dollar expended would
refurn to the Treasury, and not a letter would return to the
sender. Such repeals would be as effective as this. Allow me
to suggest to the chairman that he ought to repeal the dee-
laration of war against Great Britain in 1812. I understand
it still stands on the statute books unrepealed, and I am
relinbly informed that the act of Congress declaring a state
of war to exist with the Republic of Mexico in 1846 stands on
the statute books unrepealed. Have you gentlemen overlooked
the condition in which the country now stands? Do you
realize you have not repealed the act declaring war with Spain
in 18987

Mr. PORTER, Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY., Yes.

Mr. PORTER. Do you not think the treaties of peace be-
tween Great Britain and the United States and the treaty of
peace between the United States and Spain repealed the dec-
laration of war?

Mr. CONNALLY. Certainly. And that is the method by
which you should repeal this deeclaration of war. The only
constitutional way to repeal it is by a treaty of peace. Every-
body seems to know that except the majority on that side of
the House., [Applause.]

The Senate resolution itself, perhaps unwittingly, admits that
the repeal of the declaration of war does not legally restore
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peace. If it did, there would be no necessity for adding at the
end of the repealing clause the following language: “And said
state of war is hereby declared at an end.”

Mr. HARDY of Texas. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. CONNALLY., I yield.

Mr, HARDY of Texas. And if a war is at an end the de-
claring of it at an end does not add anything to it?

Mr, CONNALLY. The gentleman is correct, of course.

Section 1 of this resolution provides what else? It pro-
vides there is peace, war is at an end, but we say to Germany
and to the world that notwithstanding there is peace we pro-
pose to hold on to every dollar's worth of German property
that is in possession of the United States until the negotlatton
and ratification of a treaty.

American seizure and possession of enemy property were rm—
thorized under international law by the existence of a state of
war. But for such a state we should have transgressed treaties
and the law of nations. Without an adjustment of such prop-
erty rights it is urged that Congress terminate the status upon
which our claims are founded and at the same time announce its
retention of enemy property. If the resolution creates a status
of peace will not the question at once arise as to the right of
the United States to retain property whose seizure and pos-
session were only justified by a state of war? May it not be
contended by Germany, at the bar of the law of nations, that
the resumption of peace automatically restores seized property
to its former status in the absence of treaty stipulations? It
was enemy property because it was owned by enemies; when
peace is restored they will no longer be enemies but friends, and
can it not be argued with much force that the character of the
property is that of its owners? Property in itself has no na-
tionality. It possesses no citizenship. It has not the power
to express its preference of two flags. Cold, inanimate, blood-
less, and passionless, it is thrilled neither by the strains of
the Star-Spangled Banner nor by the chant of Deutschland
Uber Alles. In war its flag is the flag of its conquering pos-
sessor; in peace its flag is the flag of its owner.

The Allies through the reparations commission are now ar-
ranging with Germany for the payment of indemnities under
the treaty of Versailles, to which the United States is not a
party, and through which she can claim no right until she be-
comes a ratifying party. Germany is in an international court
of bankruptey.

Large amounts of property claimed by her and her citizens
and unquestionably theirs before the war are now in the
possession of America. Germany’s creditors under the treaty
are interested in bringing into the bankruptey court all of the
debtor’s estate to swell the fund to which they are looking for
the discharge of their debts.
lution, does it require an elastic imagination to conceive a pos-
sible situation that might arise in which the Allies may ques-
tion our right to retain German property, as against their
claims?

To such a contention we should reply that during the exist-
ence of war, conformably to internaticnal usage and precedent,
seizure had been made of the property as that of an enemy.
Unless the British and French are less astute than they have
lieretofore shown themselves to be they would probably reply,
“ You had the rigiit to seize the property and hold it during
the war, and through your possession could have contracted
with Germany by treaty for its permanent retention, under right
superior to that of other nations and to their entire execlusion,
but you have not so bargained with Germany. You have volun-
tarily restored the status of peace without a contract with
Germany. By the coming of peace your war tenure ceased to
exist. The property was seized in war but was released in
peace. In the meantime we have made and sealed an agreement
with Germany affecting this identical property and our rights
lLave attached and are superior to those you voluntarily waived.”

This suggestion is strengthened by the fact that under the
treaty it is stipulated that at least a portion of such property is
to be delivered to the reparations commission for the account
of the Allies. It may be contended, however, that by an under-
standing the German ships in part were to be assigned by the
Allies to the United States. That may be {rue. Yet the agree-
ment was tentative. It was based upon an assumption that the
United States would ratify in some form the treaty. Had it
done so the tentative agreement would have been confirmed.
But how can the United States demand of the Allies rights
under a compact to which it is not a party and whose obliga-
tions it declines to assume? Our conduct must be squared by
the standard of international law—a law that recognizes the
claims of all nations and not alone those 'of the United States
and Germany. By a mere ex parte declaration of an intention
on our part to hold German property, as contained in the reso-

If peace is declared by this reso-

lution, the legal and logical consequences that follow the
restoration of peace or the ending of the war can not be
avoided.

In section 3 a similar attempt is made to preserve to the
United States rights under the armistice and the treaty by a
declaration that such rights are not waived. No argument is
needed to convince the slowest mind that peace terminates an
armistice. Under the law of nations it is extremely doubtful
if any rights existing by virtue of an armistice can be preserved
by a simple assertion of nonwaiver when peace is actually re-
established.

In undertaking to secure American rights under the treaty
the following language is employed :

Rights—which under the treaty of Versailles have been stipulated
for its benefit as one of the prineipal allied and a.ssocmted powers, and
to which it is entitled.

It is difficult to conceive why the words “ and to which it is
entitled” were added. If such rights must have been both
stipulated in the treaty for the benefit of the United States,
“and to which it is entitled,” it would seem that unnecessarily
a double chain of fitle is required. Ought it not be sufficient
if such rights were stipulated in the treaty? Why attach as
another condition “and to which it is entitled ™7 These terms
are contradictory and confusing. Until the United States rati-
fies the treaty it can not become * entitled ” to any rights based
upon it. If the United States is already * entitled” legally to
such rights upon any basis other than the treaty, no occasion
exists that such rights should also be stipulated in the treaty.
Neither in reason nor any species of logic can the double require-
ment that in order to be preserved such rights must both be
stipulated in the treaty and be such as the United States is
entitled to be justified. Either requirement should be sufficient.

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired. -

Mr. FLOOD. I yield two minutes more to the gentleman.

Mr. CONNALLY. I want to call your attention to the last
section of this resolution, in which may be found one of its most
amusing features. You will remember when the resolution
passed the House no mention was made of the state of war
existing between Austria and the United States.

The resolution sought to reestablish peace with Germany
alone. During the debate the minority reminded gentlemen on
that side that a state of war with Austria still existed. How-
ever, in order to prevent the resolution from .doing violence to
itself, in order to gumarantee that the irresponsible majority
might not mutilate the measure by amendment, lest the ma-
Jjority might not accept it just as presented, to prevent any inde-
pendence of thought which might approve proper amendments,
or lest the Democrats might offer an amendment that would
appeal to the conscience of the Republicans, the Republican
steering committee had placed the resolution in a parliamen-
tary. strait-jacket, under a rule denying eopportunity to offer
amendments. It could not be revised so as to include Austria.
When it reached the Senate it was realized that a blunder had
been made and section 4 was inserted, which repeals the decla-
ration of war against Austria.

Though the resolution pretends to declare an end of war and
to restore peace, the President is requested to immediately open
negotiations for the establishment of friendly relations, and so
forth.

Mr. BRITTEN. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CONNALLY. Not now. I have but a minute. Through-
out this contest the Democrats have contended that Congress
could not negotiate a treaty and our adversaries now confess
their error. Why call on the President? Why not Congress
complete the job? The most humiliating thing that the House
and Senate as now composed must suffer is to admit at the end
of this resolution their own lack of authority and to request
the President : * Please enter into negotintions with Aunstria, Mr,
President.” This proud political party, in its partisan picture
play, with its pretended puissance, has to finally admit that
there are limitations to its power! DBoth Houses have solemnly
said in a loud tone of voice, “* Let there be peace,” and there
was not peace. [Applause on the Demoeratic side.]

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Alabama [Mr. HupbresTtoN].

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Alabama is recognized
for five minutes.

Mr. HUDDLESTON. Mr. Speaker, the matier presented is
substantially the same as was presenfed by the peace resolu-
tlon adopted by the House on April 9. The Senate amendment
to the peace resolution, which we are considering, substantially
improves that measure, but on the whole the issue is the same.
No change in principle has been made. In the brief time at

I do not undertake to repeat the arguments which
I then submitted. As to the situation politically and otherwise,
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both foreign and domegstie, there has been no change except-

that the President by hig recent Hamaker telegram has further
shown his unwillingness to accept any change in the treaty of
Yersailles and that he remains in hopeless deadlock with the

Sennte.

X% -4 ik THE PRESIDENT'S FOSITION.

" . The President of the United States, in his letter to Senator
Hircucocx of March 8, referring to the covenant of the League
of Nations, said:

.1 need not say, Senator, that I have given a great deal of thought
to the whole matter of reservations proposed in connection with the
ratification of the treaty, and particularly that portion of the treaty
which contains the covenant of the League of Nations, and I bave
been struck by the fact that practically every so-called reservation was
in eifect a rather sweeping nullification of the terms of the treaty itself.
1 hear of reservationists and mild reservationists, but I can not under-
stand t1he difference between a nullifier and a mild -nuollifier. Our
responkibility as a Nation in this turning point of history is an over-
whelming one, and if I had the opportunity I would, beg everyone con-
cerned to consider the matter in the light of what it is possible to
i-iﬁ'f:r?éﬁ?‘h for. humanity rather ll}nu in the light of special national
~This letter can not be interpreted otherwise than as meaning
that the President is deferm not to accept any reservation,
tliange, or amendment of subsfance to the covenant or treaty.
This view of his position is confirmed by the President’s letter
upon the subject to Hon. Jouett Shouse, and also by his tele-
gram of May 10 to G. E. Hamaker, chairman of the Democratic
committee of Multnomah County, Oreg., in which he says:

! The chief motives which led us to enter the war will be defedted
nolesg that covenant is ratified and acted upon with vIEor. We can
not in honor whittle it down or weaken it, as the Republican leaders
of the Senate bave proposed to do. If we are to_exercise the kind of
leadership which the founders of the Republic looked forward to and
which they depended upon their successors to establish, we must do
this thing with courage and unalterable determination.

At no time has the President intimated that he will accept
any amendment or reservation which changes the meaning of
the covenant or treaty. On the other hand, all his expressions
.have been to the contrary, and there is no basis whatsoever
ppon which hope that the President would accept reasonable
reservations may be founded. :

MAEES THE LEAGUE A PARTY ISSUR.

It is clear from the President’s expressions on the subject
that he is unalferably determined upon the covenant and treaty
without change of substance, and that he will agree to no
reservation which means anything. Not only is this the Presi-
dent's position, but the Hamaker telegram shows him to be
resolved upon projecting the issue upon the League of Nations
into the coming political campaign. The telegram was in re-
sponse to Hamaker's direct question to the President, by which
he was asked * whether you consider it important to nominate
candidates pledged to ratify Versailles treaty without Lodge
reservations.”

The President's answer to Hamaker's inquiry can not be
interpreted otherwise than as strong in the affirmative. He
is determined that the campaign shall turn upon the issue
whether the League of Nations shall be approved as it is
planned in the treaty or whether it shall be rejected in its
entirety. He would make this the paramount issue of the
campaign and would have the Demoeratic Party to stand or
fall by it. He demands that the party platform when adopted
at San Francisco ghall declare unequivocally in favor of an
unamended and unchanged covenant of the League of Nations
and the treaty of Versailles just as he first submitted them fo
ihe Senate.

I protest against this position, and to make my protest
more emphatic must vote for the pending resolution, I protest
against an unyielding policy, a stubborn and uncompromising
policy, which insists as the price of peace that the covenant
be accepted without dotting an “i" or crossing a “ t.”
~ As an American citizen I protest against that policy, against
the domestie strife and confusion that will flow from such an
issue, against the turning aside from grave domestic questiong
into foreign complications which do not press for immediate
decision.

AMERICA WARTS PEACE.

America wants peace. Its very inferest demands it. We
must have peace for the quiet it will bring, for the stilling of
dizcontent and unrest, for the domestic security which we can
have only through peace, We must have peace on such terms
s can be put throngh, as are acceptable not only to the Presi-
dent but also to the Senate, which has a grave and important
constitutional function to perform in regard to treaties.

Every interest of our country cries aloud for peace, the
quiet and harmony of civil life, the solution of pressing public
questions, the reconstruction of our country, the increase of
production, the reduction of the prices of the necessaries of
life, the resumption of industry and trade, the general restora-

tion of our normal life. Harsh war laws are yet being harshly
enforced. Their time of usefulness has passed. We need more
of mutual confidence and good will among all chisses aml con-
ditions of men. The resumption of a state of peace will pro-
mote all these desirable ends.

FATAL PARTY PrOLICY,

I protest against a stubborn and uncompromising policy upon
the treaty, first, as an American citizen. I protest, second, us a
Democrat who believes that the welfare of our country Is
bound up in the success of the political party of which I am a
member. As a Democrat I protest against my party being
committed to a policy of refusing all compromise and demanding
tggt the League of Nations shall be accepted without reserva-
tion ‘or change. The issue is not whether changes or reservi-
tions should be made in the covenant, nor whether the League
of Nations ought to be approved without change. That Is not
the issue. The issue is whether, assuming that the League of
Nations is proper in every respect, we should refuse to accept
alteration or amendment thereof and demand of the country,
as a condition of peace, that all views to the contrary be sur-
rendered and the league be accepted without qualification. The
American people will not approve such a stubborn and uncom-
promising policy. The people will not indorse either the public
man or the political party which takes such an arrogant posi-
tion. If such a program is fastened upon the Democratic
Party at San Francisco, it is certain to carry us down into
defeat and disaster. I protest against the threatened destruc-
tion of the Democratic Party, which I fear will follow if it is
committed to ardy such dangerous and unpatriotic policy.

I protest against my party being sent down to defeat in the
next election upon any such issue. To adopt such a policy will
mean for it only ruin and defeat. If in obedience to the
President’s demand the Democratic convention at San Fran-
cisco shall adopt such a policy as its platform, then the logieal
thing is to put Mr. Wilson forward as our next candidate for
President to run upon the platform of his dictation. If it is
to be that upon Mr. Wilson's demand the Democratic horse is
to be ridden to ruin, then let him take the saddle himself as
the candidate.

Mr., PORTER. Mr, Speaker, I yield five minutes to the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. LoNewORTH].

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Ohio is recognized for
five minutes.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, the last time this resolu-
tion was before the House it received the votes of all but two
gentlemen upon this side and the votes of all gentlemen upon
that side who, like the gentleman from Alabama [Mr. Huppri-
s10x], do some little thinking for themselves. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

The Senate resolution differs from that not at all in principle
or substance but only in some matters of detail." Frankly, I
prefer the resolution as it passed the House, but I am delighted
to vote to concur in the Senate amendments, because by doing
so we shall bring as soon as possible the thing that Americans
desire—the peace of the world. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

This perhaps is not the best way to obtain peace, but it is
the only way. [Applause on the Republican side,] The way to
have obtained peace—the proper way—was for the Kxecutive,
who conducted the negotiations, to have brought back a real
peace treaty without extraneous matter in it. [Applause on the
Republican side.] And if such a treaty had been brought back
to the American Senate it would have been ratified in two
months. [Applause on the Republican side.] Yet the Presi-
dent insisted upon inserting and has since boastfully claimed that
he had had inserted in that treaty his League of Nations, which
90 per cent of the American people disapproved [applause on
the Republican side], because it sacrifices the fundamental prin-
ciples for which all great American leaders have stood, which
millions of American citizens have fought to preserve, and which,
of all Presidents, Woodrow Wilson has been the first to aban-
don. [Applause on the Republican side.]

The international effect of our still being at war is not the
only thing to be considered. We feel the effect here at home,
To-day we are oppressed by war boards and war commissions be-
yond all patience, and that is because all war powers granted
by Congress terminate at one fixed date, to wit, the date of
the proclamation by the President that ratification of a peace
treaty has been completed. Now, we all know, gentlemen, that
termination of the war upon fhose terms ean never come to pass
so long as Wilson is President of the United States.

In our effort to economize in this Congress our greatest
obstacle has been these vast numbers of useless employees and
commissions, which exist only by virtue of the fact that this
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country is still technically at war. The time has come to
bring about the termination of the war, and the only way it is
possible to bring that about is to pass this resolution. [Ap-
plause.]

Some say the President will veto it. That is his privilege.
He has always been defiant of the will of Congress; but it
may be that when he finds that the Congress, by a great ma-
Jority in both its branches, has insisted by this resolution upon
having peace, the veto will not be forthcoming. But if it does
come, we at least will have the satisfaction of knowing that we
have interpreted the will, as I believe, of the overwhelming
majority of the American people that this technieal state of war
shall be declared to be over and done for. [Applause.]

Mr. FLOOD. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr., GriFgIN].

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Speaker and gentlemen, {he world wants
peace. [Applause.] That is a very beautiful thought, and he
would have to be utterly unregenerate who would refuse to
assent to that sentiment. [Applause on the Republican side.]

You applaud, gentlemen, but does this resolution now before
us mean peace? You know in your hearts that it does not.
Peace means not only the cessation of hostilities, but the adjust-
ment of mutunal claims and antagonistic interests. It is a bi-
lateral contract and can not be brought about by the mere ipse
dixit of one side or the other. There is no virtue in simply
saying that we are at peace. That declaration will add nothing
to the President’s assertion that the war is at an end.

This resolution proposes to repeal or rescind the joint reso-
lution of Congress passed April 6, 1917, by which a state of war
was declared to exist between the Imperial German Government
and the people of the United States. I presume you will admit
that this is the first time in the history of the United States,
and perhaps in the history of the world, that such a thing
has been attempted; particularly when actual hostilities have
followed upon the declaration of war. I am not saying that for
that reason it can not or should not be done now. In a meri-
torious case we might be justified in making a precedent. The
fact, however, that it aims to do something which does not
appear to have been contemplated by our Constitution and a
thing which was never done before imposes upon us the duty
of very rigid scrutiny. The Constitution of the United States
preseribes the method of arriving at a state of peace. It pro-
vides for a formal freaty to be negotiated through the Presi-
dent with the Nation's enemies, and it specifically provides
that that treaty shall be approved by the Senate before it may
be proclaimed. Confessedly, then, this resolution stands in
the guise of a subterfuge to circumvent the Constitution. It
bears all the earmarks of the shrewd and technical lawyer.

I will not enter into the controversy as to whether or not the
treaty should have been ratified with reservations, without
reservations, or not at all. I may confess, however, in passing
that I am not completely satisfied that the spirit in which it
was rejected was wholly disinterested, humanitarian, or even
American. It brought out an exhibition of partisanship that
is unparalleled in our history. Consistency and sincerity were
thrown to the winds and the lessons of history disregarded.
While pretending to follow the teachings of Washington and
Jefferson in the avoidance of entangling alliances with other
nations, we have by strange paradox put ourselves in the posi-
tion where we can never get rid of them. The men that shouted
loudest for the League of Nations and urged the importance of
acting in harmony with our late allies, so soon as it became
obvious that political capital was to be made out of the situa-
fion executed a complete face about and preached an entirely
different philosophy. IFor instance, the honorable gentleman
who wias among the most distinguished in the fight against the
treaty and the League of Nations delivered a speech on Decem-
ber 21, 1918, in which he said:

To attempt in any way to separate us from our allies pow or to
prevent perfeet unity of action is as harmful as such efforts were
when we were fighting in northern Fraoce and oun the plaing of
Flanders.

He also said :

If peace with Germany is to be durable, terms must l.w exiacted
which will make it, s¢ far as human Iuruight goes, impossible for
Germany to break out upon the world with a war of conguest.

Yet this gentleman is willing to sponsor a resolution declar-
ing a state of peace with Germany in which no terms whatever
are exacted and no guaranties required.

But he was even more insistent than that. He said:

The peace must not only he made and agreed to, but it mnst be
effective, and to render it effective there is much more to be done
than can be done by ink and paper. Nothing can be accomplished

unless we work in complete harmony with those who are uwociuted
with vs in the war against the Central Powers,

LIN—6T

“There is much more to be done than can be done by ink
and paper.” Yes; indeed! And it might be added, much more
than can be done by the passage of ihis resolution. But
swallowing one's own words seems to present no insuperable
difficulty to the gentlemen who are striving so hard to make
political capital for the presidential campaign out of the treaty
situation. I do not complain about their individual change of
front. That is their right. But, Mr. Speaker, they fly in the
face of all of the traditions of their own party. The prineciple
of arbitration in international disputes had its birth within the
folds of the Republican Party. It was nurtured and brought
to fruition under its ablest leaders. No one would ever charge
Gen. Grant with sacrificing the interest of his country by
entering into an international engagement to submit our dis-
putes to a disinterested court, and yet to him must be given
the credit for inaugurating the principle of arbitration in inter-
national disputes. When he put through his plan for the
Geneva arbitration he was maligned and ridiculed and charged
with departing from the ways established by the founders of
our Republic., Yet to-day his principal claim for statesman-
ship is founded upon his humanitarian efforts to avert war
and settle international disputes by arbitration. In an address
at Birmingham during his trip around the world he said:

Nothing would afford me greater happiness than to know that, as I
believe will be the case at some future day, the nations of the earth
will agree upon some sort of congress \‘hf;h will take cognizadce of
international questions of difficulty, and whose decisions will be as
binding as the decisions of our ‘!u}:rome Court are upon us. It is a
dream of mine that some such solution may be,

From this prophecy, and from this gentle, kindly philosophy,
the leaders of the Republican Party turn to-day to advocate the
doctrines of Chinese exclusiveness, After exertions and sacri-
fices unparalleled in our history, they want us to declare peace
and detach ourselves from our late associates in the World
War without a modicum of effort to exact guaranties upon
the issues for which we went to war. This, in my opinion, is
the acme of folly. As matters stand to-day, the League of
Nations is in existence. It is ratified by 28 powers of the world,
and we stand outside the barriers—thrust into the cold by our
own folly. We fought the war practically for the vindication
of the right of neutrals to the freedom of the seas. To-day we
are neutral; perhaps the only neutral in all the world; and
vet there is no suggestion in this resolution that we shall re-
quire of our enemies any recognition of that principle for which
we went to war.

Shocking as it may seenr, paradoxical as it may seem, this
resolution not only waives our national claims against Germany
and Austria but plays us directly into England’s hands. We
have left her in complete mastery of the world situation. We
have run away from our responsibilities and are leaving the
British diplomats in complete, unquestioned, and secure con-
trol of the council of the League of Nations.

From the murmurs and questionings T hear on every side I
think I can perceive a very pronounced turn in the tide of public
opinion and a very marked sentimrent of fear aroused that, in
our desire to keep aloof from international affairs, we have
seuttled so hastily out of our entanglements that we have re-
fused all the power and all the influence which we ought of
right to have wielded and committed it into the hands of the
very nation for fear of which we hesitated to assume our just
burdens in the world affairs. The British Empire now domi-
nates the League of Nations and can, if the occasion demands,
align the nations associated with it in the League of Nations
against us. This I take it is a result far beyond the expecta-
tions of those who clamored loudest for our isolation.

Even on the Irish question the sentiment is growing and a
profound conviction is settling on the minds of those most
solicitous for Iveland’s welfare that her future would be hap-
pier and her prospeects brighter if the powerful influence of the
United States were present at the council of the League of
Nations to take up her cause and present her just claims to the
nations of the world. g

We bemoan the fute of Shantung. We deplore the conduct of
England toward Egypt and India and Ireland. Yet what have
we done to ameliorate their condition? We have resolutions in
committee, but the silence of the tomb has crept over them.
Upon these urgent matters no action is taken, and when action
is taken they will have no more influence upon the powers now
controlling the League of Nations than a serap of paper blown
in through the window by a puff of wind. Gentlemen, do not
deceive yourselves. You can not pretend loyalty and sympathy
and make political eapital out of preambles and resolutions.
Your whole course in this session has been one continual sue-
cession of artifices to alienate the sympathy of the people of
the United States, in all its subdivisions, from the administra-
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tion that conducted the greatest war in history to a successful
and victorious conclusion. You have been in command of the
legislative situation here for 15 months and you have done
nothing except what was prompted by a keen yet uncanny
solicitude for the presidential election. By this resolution you
hope to propitiate the Germans; but your prewar history, as
exhibited by the records of Congress and in your efforts to goad
the administration into war before the occasion for war arose,
belie your present protestations.

You know that the people of the United States are, as the
gentleman from Ohio [Mr, LoncworTH] has said, suffering from
war bureaus and war conditions that are past all patience.
True, so they are. If that is so, why do you not offer or act on
the bills now in this House to repeal the war-time legislation?
[Applause.] You will have our support without question in any
gerious effort that you may make to repeal these burdensome
laws, but you have done absolutely nothing. Yet you think you
can deceive the people of America by pretending that you are
going to bring about peace by a mere resolution. You can make
war by a resolution declaring war, but, gentlemen, you know
very well that you can not make peace by rescinding that reso-
Intion. [Applause.]

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, may I inquire how much time I
have remaining?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Pennsylvania has used
16 minutes and the gentleman from Virginia [Mr, Froop] has
used 14 minnles.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield three minutes to the gen-
tlemun from Minnesota [Mr. NEwTON].

Mr. NEWTON of Minnesota. Mr. Speaker, 6 weeks ago and
17 months after the signing of the armistice found the allied and
associated powers, with one exception, at peace with Germany
and the world. That exception was‘the United States. The
President and the Senate, charged with joint responsibility in
the making of treaties, were deadlocked. They could not agree.
The President was still insisting upon the League of Nations as
he wrote it. A majority of the Senate, carrying out the senti-
ment of a great majority of the American people, were insisting
that If it was to be ratified at all it must first be Americanized
by appropriate reservations. During all of this time the Presi-
dent continued to enjoy and exercise the extraordinary war
powers that a willing people had conferred upon him for war
purposes. He relinquished none. With the coming of peace the
American people expected, and had a right to expect, a relin-
quishment of those powers by the President. The President
thought differently. Finally, the people turned to Congress.
Six weeks ago this House passed a peace resolution declaring
the war at an end and repealing the war-time powers of the
President and removing their burdensome restrictions.

You, my Democratic friends—or, rather, most of you—op-
posed this resolution. You claimed it was unconstitutional ; that
the Congress had no power to declare the war at an end. Did
you really want to serve the country by ending the deadlock and
ushering in peace? Were you in earnest in urging these con-
stitutional objections? No. The debate here to-day proves it
In the preceding debate you admitted that Congress had the
power to repeal the declaration of war and thereby end the war.
We passed our resolution in spite of your objections and it was
sent over to the Senate. The Senate adopted a peace resolution
which is similar in substance but different in form. As for me,
I am interested in the substance of this legislation. With vital
questions at stake I am not inclined to quibble about matters
of form. [Applause.] Neither are the people. They want
results.

What does this Senate resolution do? Although there was
nothing to your argument about the unconstitutionality of the
House resolution, your objections in this connection are squarely
met by the Senate resolution. It expressly repeals the act de-
claring war. If you really wanted to end these war-time pow-
ers and restrictions which hamper our trade, curtail production,
and cause general discontent among our people you would stop
your quibbling, forget your partisanship and the advice of one
individual, and accept this resolution. Your specious pleading
will not fool the people. With peace in Europe for our allies
and associates, the people are demanding peace in America.
The way is open and before us. Those who vote against it
must be prepared to take the consequences they deserve.

SEVERAL MEmBERS. We will.

Mr. PORTER. Can the gentleman from Virginia use some of
his time now? L

Mr. FLOOD. How many more speeches is the gentleman

ing to have?

Mr. PORTER. Two.

Mr. FLOOD. I will be glad if the gentleman will have one
more speech on that side before we go on.

Mr. PORTER. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Fess]. [Applause.]

Mr, FESS. Mr. Speaker and Members of the House, there
has been some controversy over the merits of the two proposals
by the two Houses. Speaking personally, I would have pre-
ferred that the Senate accept the House resolution. I thought
it was a strong statement of our purpose. However, as was
said by the chairman of the Committee on Foreign Affairs
[Mr., PorTER], time is of the essence here. Everywhere we are
told that the attenuated situatiom in the world, without any-
thing definite stated as to the close of the war, has kept things
in an unsettled state, which can not be relieved until war is tech-
nically ended.

Our purpose is to end the war, technically as it is actually,
and I am not so much concerned about the particular form of
the resolution, and I do not think either House should feel a
pride of opinion as to which particular House initiated it
What we are concerned about is to bring peace to the world.
[Applause.] Our concern—and it ought to be the concern of
the Democratic Members as much as it is of the Republican
Members—is to end this intolerable situation of a war actually
ended but technically continuing, a situation in whieh our
country finds itself through the willful determination of only
one man, who is the one obstacle that stands in the way of
peace. [Applause.] If men would say in public what they say
privately, there would not be a dissentient voice from that
statement nor a single vote against this resolution.

QOur concern is also on this war-time legislation. Our concern
is to take away the war powers placed in the hands of the Presi-
dent for war purposes and return to peace legislation. War leg-
is lation still exists while technically war is not present. Every-
one knows that the war is actually ended, but beeause it will not
end upon the terms of a surrender of American sovereignty and
independence preserved by the determination of the Senate, be-
eause it will not end technically except on that ground, we propose
here to end it not only actually but technically and at the same
time preserve American sovereignty and independence. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]

It is not the Rlepublicans alone who want it; the Demoecrats
want it as much as the Republicans, but they are in an em-
barrassing situation by being compelled to resist the position of
the head of the party. Some of them have done it. Many niore
will do it. They did it in this House ; they did it in the Senate;
they did it in Georgia ; they did it in Nebraska, in Minnesota, in
Michigan, in Washington, in Idaho, in Wisconsin, the Dakotas;
and they did it in nearly every State that has spoken, including
Rhode Island and Massachusetts. Standing for peace, they
will not allow one man because of his willful determination to
continue war powers and embarrass the sifuation to the extent
of refusing to make peace unless they can make it on the basis
of the surrender of the sovereignty of the Nation and of its in-
dependence. The events in Europe speak loudly upon the wis-
dom of this flood of public protest in the couniry. Gentlemen,
the thing to do is to pass this resolution now and end the war.
[Applause.]

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I yield the remainder of my
time to the gentleman from Illinois [Mr. Masox]. [Applause on
the Republican side.]

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois is recognized
for six minutes.

Mr. MASON. Mr. Speaker, referring briefly to my good friend
from Texas, Mr. Coxyarcy—and he knows with what sincerity
I say “my good friend "—I was struck by his proposition that
we had ylelded to the Senate. All legislation comes by con-
sultation and compromise. I thought the better resolution was
simply a declaration of peace with all the world. That reso-
lution I introduced eight months ago. I yielded my judgment
to better lawyers upon our committee and accepted the resolu-
tion. I stood for it when it passed the House. Realizing,
however, that there have been some changes in matter of form
but not in substance in the Senate resolution, I am very glad
to give my vote in concurrence.

I was surprised and hurt when my friend from Texas [Mr.
CoxnaArry] called attention to the shocking fact that we had
yielded our judgment in some matters of form to the Senate of
the United States, which is the body having most to do with
matters international, and I want to say to him that I am proud
to be a member of a party that numbers among its membership
men who are willing to do such a thing. I would muech rather
yield my judgment to a majority of Senators elected by the
people of this country from a majority of the States of the
Union than yield my judgment and. my vote, as you have been
doing, to one sick man at the other end of the Avenue. [Ap-
plause on the Republican side.]
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Day after day, and you know it—perhaps it is political sense
and political wisdom—the Democratic side of the House in the
last Congress and in this has been the most subservient of any
Congress that ever served in waiting for the White House to
take snuff before you would condescend to sneeze. You have
an idea that it is your duty. I am not complaining of you, but
I beg of you not to complain of me or my party when we,
anxious for peace, anxious to answer the ery of a hundred
million people to give us peace, meet on common ground with
Senators, agree to their suggestions, and carry out what the
people of the country want—a declaration by the war-making
power that we are at peace.

The gentleman from Texas [Mr. CoNNALLY] says, * What will
our allies say?” We have no allies. Get away from that doc-
trine. It came to you every hour from the White House. If
you have read the armistice, you know that we have no allies.
We were, simply associated in that war. I will tell you, how-
ever, what they will say. They have horned us out of business
in Germany. England established her commercial branch in
Berlin in 10 days after the armistice was signed. If now, as an
American merchant, you want to buy from Germany, you have
to get a Frenchman or an Englishman to buy for you. That is
what they are saying to us. They are saying to us, * Keep out
of peace "—and they will horn out Unecle Sam—* give us the
business, keep yourselves in a state of war, and we will get the
business not only of Russia but of Germany.”

Mr. FLOOD rose.

Mr. MASON, I can not yield in five minutes. That is what
the Allies are saying. Ah, but one gentleman says, * Why have
we not passed some laws”? This is the law that repeals the
war laws. [Applause on the Republican side.] This is what
you wanted. Ninety-five per cent of the war legislation ends
with war. Ninety-five per cent of the legislation, the drastic
legislation under which your President to-day is arresting men
because they quit work, ends with the declaration of peace.
We waited for the President and the Senate for a long year and
a quarter to make a treaty of peace. We have now reached
the time when we are going to repeal those laws; and, belleve
me, the Supreme Court of the United States will say that
every one of those laws ended by the declaration of peace by
the Congress of the United States. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

The gentleman says that by accepting this amendment we ad-
mit that there is some limitation to congressional power. I
wish to God the President had some such idea with regard to
limitation of Executive power. There is a limitation of our
power, it is quite true. You can not negotiate a treaty of peace,
and neither can he make a treaty of peace unless it is ratified by
the Senate. There is a limitation of power. I am glad for my
party, if they have ever been guilty of forgetting the limita-
tions of legislative and executive power, that we have come
back to the old lines of Americanism where, as plain American
Congressmen, we admit there is some limitation to legislative
power. I wish the President had been born with that idea. If
he had any idea of the limitation of Executive power, he never
would have sent our troops into. Siberia and northern Russia,
there to fight his personal war for the collection of the debts
of the people of ancient Russia to the bankers of France and
Great Britain. If he had any idea of the limitation of Execu-
tive power, he would not keep the people of the United States
to-day, the women and children, paying taxes on their shoes and
stockings in order to maintain 15,000 men in Germany, after
the treaty of peace has been rejected. We have no more busi-
ness with our troops in Germany than we would have with them
in Great Britain. He had the right to send them there after the
signing of the armistice; he had the right to keep them there
after the signing of the ancillary convention in June, 1919, a
year after the armistice was signed. Now, when the treaty
failed of ratification that power ceased. He has absolutely no
idea of the limitation of the Executive power we conceded to him
during the war. He now seeks by the control of his party
organization to whip you into line—and you know it—to ecarry
out his personal and selfish desire to continue in his hands the
power he had during the war. [Applause on the Republican
side.]

The SPEAKER. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr. PORTER. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the Senate
amendments,

The question was taken, and the Speaker announced the aves
geemed to have it.

Mr. LONGWORTH. Mr. Speaker, I ask for the yeas and
nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.
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The question was taken; and there were—yens 228, nays 139,
answered “ present ” 1, not voting 59, as follows:

Ackerman
Anderson
Andrews, Md,
Andrews, Nebr,
Anthony
Ashbrook
Bacharach
Baer

Barbour

Be,

8E
Benham
Bland, Ind.
Doles

Bowers
Britten
Brooks, Il1.
Brooks, Pa.
Browne
Burdick
Burke
Burroughs
Butler
Caldwell
Campbell, Kans,
Cannon
Carew
Chindblom
Christopherson
Classon
Cooper
Copley
Crago
Cramton
Crowther
Cullen
Currie, Mich.
Dale

Dallinger
ITOwW
Davis, Minn,
Dempsey
Denison
Dickinson, Iowa
Dooling
well
Dunbar
Dunn
Dyer
Echols

Esc!

Evans, Nebr,
Evans, Nev.
Fairfield
Fess

Almon
Aswell
Ayres
Babka
Bankhead
Barkley
Bee

Bell
Benson
Black
Bland, Mo,
Bland, Va.
Blanton

Buchanan
Byrnes, B. C.
Byrns, Tenn.
Campbell, Pa.
Candler
Cantrill
Carss

Casey

Clark, Mo,
Cleary
Coady
Collier
Connally
Crisp

vey
Davis, Tenn.

walt
Dickinson, Mo.
Donovan

Blackmon

ggs?‘.ell
0
Curry, Calif.

YEAS—228.

Focht Lampert Ricketts
Fordney Layton Riddick
Foster Lehlbach Robsion, Ky.
Frear Little Rodenberg
Freeman Longworth Rogers
French Luce - Rowe
Fuller, Ill. Lufkin Banders, Ind.
Gallivan Luhring Banders, N. Y
Ganly McArthur Ranford
Garland MecCulloch Schall
Gl{nn McFadden Scott
Goldfogle McKenzie Rells
Good MeKiniry Shreve
Goodall McKinley Sinclair
Goodykoontz McLane Sinnott
Goul MeLaughlin, Mieh.lilemg
Graham, I11. McLaughlin, Nebr.Smith, Idaho
Green, Towa MacCrate Smith, I11,
Greene, Mass, MacGregor Smith, Mich,
Greene, Vt. Madden Snell
Griest Magee Stephens, Ohio
Hadley Maher Stiness
Hamill Mann, 111, Strong, Kans.
Hamilton Mapes Sullivan
Hardy, Colo, Mason Summers, Wash,
Harreld Mead Sweet
Haugen Michener Swope
Hawley Miller ’ Tague
lays Monahan, Wis. Taylor, Tenn.
Hersey Mondell Temple
Hickey Moore, Ohio Thompson
Hicks Moores, Ind. lson
Hin Morgan Timberlake
Houghton Mott Tincher
Huddleston Mudd Tinkham
Hull, Iowa Murphy Towner

us Nelson, Wis. Treadway
Hutchinson Newton, Minn, Valle
Ireland Newton, Mo. Vire
James Nolan Vestal
Jefferls 0'Connell Voigt
Johnson, 8. Dak. ()fllcn Walsh
Johnson, Wash. Olney Walters
Juul Osborne Wason
Kahn Pai Watson
Kearns Parker Webster
Keller Peters Wheeler
Kelly, Pa. Porter White, Kans,
Kendall Purnell ‘White, Me.
Kennedy, Towa Radcliffe Willlams
Kennedy, R. 1. Ramsey Wilson, I1L
Kiess Ramseyer Winslow
Kin Randall, Wis. Wood, Ind.
Kinkaid Reavis Woodyard
Kleczka Reber Yates
Knutson Reed, N. Y. Young, N. Dak.
Kraus Reed, W. Va. Zihlman

NAYS—130.

Doremus Lazaro Raker
Doughton Lea, Calif. Rayburn
Dupré Lee, Ga. Riordan
Eagan Linthicum Robinson, N. C.
Eagle Lonergan Romjue
Ferris McAndrews Rousx
Fields MeClintie Rowan
Fisher McDuffie Rubey
Flood MeGlennon Rucker
Fuller, Mass, McKeown Sanders, La.
Gallagher Major Sims
Gandy Mann, 8. C. Risson
Gard Mansfield Smith, N. Y,
Garner Martin Steagall
Garreft Maﬁs Stedman
Goodwin, Ark, Mil n Ste?hens, Miss,
Griffin Mina , N T, Stoll
Hardy, Tex. Moon Sumpers, Tex.
Heflin Mooney Taylor, Ark.
Hersman Moore, Va, Taylor, Colo.

ne]y Neely Thomas
Holland Nelson, Mo. Upshaw
Hudsg‘eth Nicholls Venable
Hull, Tenn. Oldfield Vinson
Humphreys Oliver Watkins
: Padgett Weaver
Jacoway Park Welling
Johnson, Ky. Parrish Welt
Johnson, Miss, Pell Whaley
Johnston, N. Y, Phelan Wilson, La.
Jones, Tex. Pou Wingo
Kelley, Mich, Quin Wise
Kincheloe Rainey, Ala. Woods, Va.
Lanham Rainey, H. T Wright
Larsen Rainey, J. W. Young, Tex,

ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.

Langley
NOT VOTING—38.

Dent Hastings Lankford
Dominick Hayden Lesher
Drane Hernandez MePherson
Drewry Hoch Merritt
Ellsworth Howard Montague
Elston Hulings Morin
Evans, Mont, Jones, Pa, O'Connor
Godwin, N. C, Kettner Overstreet
Graham, Pa, Kitchin Platt
Harrison Erelder Randall, Calif,
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Eheen [ e gl i
ose ege eenerson

Sabath Snns;ll Stevenson ‘Wilson, Pa.
Scully Smithwick Strong, Pa.

Bears Snyder Tillman

So the Senate amendments were concurred in.

The Clerk announced the following pairs:

On this vote: \

Mr. Ruopes (for) with Mr. TILLMAN (against).

Mr. Smeeer (for) with Mr. DrEwry (against).

Mr. Curry of California (for) with Mr. Howarp (against).

Mr. Hocr (for) with Mr. Scorry (against).

Mr, Moriy (for) with Mr. MoNTAGUE (against).

Mr. GrazAM of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr. Steere (against).

Mr. LaneLey (for) with Mr, Crark of Florida (against).

Mr. Stroxe of Pennsylvania (for) with Mr, HARRISON
(against).

Mr. Warp (for) with Mr. SapaTH (against).

General pairs:

Mr. SNypER with Mr. CARTER.

Mr. CorE with Mr. HAYDEN.

Mr. HErNANDEZ with Mr. HASTINGS.

Mr. Erston with Mr. DRANE.

Mr. VorstEAD with Mr. Gopwin of North Carolina.

Mr. STEENERSON with Mr, OVERSTREET.

Mr, Merrrer with Mr. LESHER.

Mr. ErrsworTH with Mr. O'CoNNOR.

Mr. Joxes of Pennsylvania with Mr. Saarr.

AMr, Hurixes with Mr. DoMINICK.

Mr, CosTELLO with Mr, BLACKMON.

Mr. McPaERsoN with Mr. BRUMBAUGH.

Mr. Prarr with Mr. KrTcHIN.

Mr. Kremer with Mr. Brivsox.

Mr. Rose with Mr. STEVENSON.

Mr, LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I voted “aye’” on this roll
eall. I have a general pair with the gentleman from Florida,
Mr. CrArx, who is absent, and I desire to withdraw my vote
and answer “ present.”

The name of Mr. LanciEy was called, and he answered
" Prmntu"

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, my colleague, Mr. Hocsw, is
sick at home and can not attend and desires me to say that if
present he would vote “ aye.”

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

On motion of Mr, PorTeER, & motion to reconsider the vote by
which the Senate amendmenis were concurred in was laid on
the table.

WEST POINT MILITARY ACADEMY:

Mr., KAHN and Mr. LANGLEY rose.
The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California [Mr. KAEN]

is recognized.

Mr, KAHN. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to insert
in the Recorp a letter from the Secretary of War regarding a
West Point matter which was discussed in the newspapers
recently.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from California asks unani-
mous consent to insert in the Recorp a letter from the Secre-
tary of War relative to West Point. Is there objection? [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

The following is the letter referred to:

WAR DEPARTMENT,
Washington, May I7, 1920.

Hon. Jurivs KAmN,
Chairman Committee on Military A
House o
My Dear Mnr. KaHN: I have received
regard to House resolution 551, introduced

airs,
Representatives.
our letter of May 13 with
the Hon. FrEp A. BRITTEN,

requesting that certain information be furnished to the House of Rep-

resenfatives.

The resolution recites certain statements attributed to Hon. Charles
W. Eliot, president emeritus of Harvard University, which statements
arc sald to Have been made in an address before the Harvard Teachers'
Association as well as in a letter to Brig. Gen. John W. Ruckman, com-
mander of the North Atlantic Coast Artillery district. :

1 have not had any opportunity to see President Eliot’s address be-
fore the Harvard Teachers' Association, nor have I as yet seen any
letter from President Eliet to Gen. Ruckman or from Gen. Ruckman to
President Eliot. 'The statements attributed to President Eliot, how-
ever, seem quite definite, and, for the information of the Committee
on Military Affairs, I beg leave to recite the criticisms with certain
corrective data and comments. Needless to say, the Military Academy
at West Point is an institution of supreme national importance. If these
criticisms or any other serious reflection npon its efficiency can be sus-
tained, it is the joint duty of the Congress and the Secretary of War
patiently and thoroughly to bring about all changes necessary to adapt
the institution to its high public purpose.

Elll :mdertake to state separately the criticisms attributed to President
ot.

1. * No American school or college intended for youths between 18
and 20 years of age should accept such ill-prcpared material as West
Point accepts.”

. but. common.

| from any

: themselves for admission to West Point has been 17,910. Of these

‘and since the termination of hostilities modifications have

say,
.experience.

Admission to West Point is extended to youths designated by Senators
and Members of the House of Representatives under an apportionment
lan. A certain number of appointments are at the disposal of the
grenident. and these have for manykgears been restricted by Presidents
to applicants who are the sons of Regular Army and Navy officers, for
the reason that such boys have no fixed residence and are therefore not
eligible to appointment by Senators or Representatives, whose a
rn tees must, in the one case, be actual residents of the State, and,
the other, actunal residents of the congressional district from which

' they are appointed.

For many years both Senators and Members of the House of Re
sentatives have relied upon competitive examinations among the varions
boys desiring uggamtment to a vacancy. This practice is not universal

e result is that the candidates presenting themselves
for admission to West Point are a cross section of the educated youth
of the country; mnot, it is true, of any one district or section in which
the educational facilities may be deeméd especially excellent, but of the
entire country; mot often the sons of the rich, whose opportunities for
special training are peculiar, but rather the talented sons of people of
moderate circumstances, to whom education at the expense of the Gov-
ernment is an opportunity not otherwise obtainable, and to whom
rewards of Army service, though modest, are acceptable.

For more than 30 years I have been observing appointmengs to West
Point. I have never known a school in which a d boy was even per-
mitted to try for the academy. On the contrary, in every school with
which I have any acquaintance, unusually talented boys are selected by
their masters as being probably able to get into West Point and to com-
plete its course, and I think it may be fair to say that generally through-
out the country secondary schools re‘gmﬂ it as a distinetion to have
};hdii, graduates succeed making West Point and being graduated

¥y

The boys who seek these appolntments, almost without exception,
present to their Congressmen letters from their teachers setting forth
their superior scholarship, and Congressmen are loath to appoint boys
who may fail, both for the sake of the boys and for the good name of the
educational facilities of their districts, in which they and their con-
gtituents have a deep interest,

When, however, by this process boys are appointed to the academy,
they are received only upon presenting a certificate of successful gradua-
tion from an accredited high school, secondary school, or attendance in
regular standing at a recognized college or university, or by passing an
entrance examination, u r Army supervision, or present a certifi-
cate of examination g{ the College Entrance Exami Board, as to all
of which the standard 14 points of credit are ul These require-
ments are rigidly enforced by an academic board which is, by statute
independent of political control. Even the Secretary of War may nof
averrule the academic board, and while I have frequently heard criticism
and complaint of the board, it has al been a st the rlg-ldit{ with
which it adheres to a high academic stapdard. srtainly, since I have
been officially connected with the War ent 1 have never heard
uarter a suggestion that the board abated or moderated its

uirements out of any consideration of personal favor, athletic eligi-
bility, official or social prominence, or indeed any other reason.

From 1838 to 1915 the total number of candidates who have praeén;g(‘l,
have been admitted. Of the residue 4,220 were rejected for admission
by the academie board ; 2,746 failed to report; 921 were rejected bg the
medical board; 573 were rejected by the joint action of the academic
board and the medical board ; 698 passed, for whom no vacancies existed ;
198 failed to complete the examination ; 188 declined appointments after
completing the examination, and 53 ap tments were canceled.

thus appears that the process of selection is countrywide; that
the requirements, from a nrurely academic standpoint, are adeguately
high, and that the standards are rigidly enforced.

If the comment of President Eliot be based upon a belief that college
entrance examinations in this country have blighted the usefulness of
secondary schools by making ability to pass into college the objéctive,
rather than the education o twt}%dmgﬂs who attend secondary school
m::aum. agree with him, "hile I think the evil is lessening, I sti

that vast numbers of ymm]ﬁ men and women have in the ;imst iot-
tem out of high school only ability to pass into a college which the
never expect to attend, rather than the degree of culture which the hlg;
school could have given had that been its main objeetive,

But taking American secon education as it is, for rich and poor,
in the city and in the country, t and West, I am persuaded that no
college drawing its students from a wide g phical area compares
with West Point in the quaﬁ‘ﬁy of the material which it receives, and
if more uniform excellence could be obtained by sectional or class selec-
tion, surely the ncm‘fe would be a bad one for the national con-
stituency which the academy has always had.

2. “No school or eollege should have a completely prescribed eur-

' rieulam.” 2

I would not attach any value to any opinion I might express in the
controversy between the prescribed corriculum and the elective
system of collegiate education. I am told b

educators that the tendency
is somewhat away from the degree of lom &t one time permitted in
our greatest colleges, and that somewhat more supervision is being re-
tained over students' election with a view to according recognition to
cial cax%cluﬁs but still requiring « balanced, if speeial, education at
?;3:- end. ithout entering that discussion, however, 1 venture to point
vut that it can not be conceded that West Point has a fixed, inelastic,
and unchanging curriculum. In 1917 I appointed a board to examine
the curriculum at the academy, recognizing that the relation of military
art to science was constantly changing, and that the requirements of
military men, both in thelr military and civil relations, were modi-
fied with every renl change in scientific knowledge or social or i-
zation, The chairman of this board was Maj. Gen. Tasker H. Bliss,
himself a West Point man, it is true, and a veteran soldier, but limited
by no military traditions in the originallty, fertility, and freedom of
h¥s intellect ; a broadly cultured and scholarly man. America’s entrance
into the World War interrupted the immediate modification of the
course and required an intensive devotion on the part of the academy
to the rapid training of an increased number of officers. But the Bliss
board was only one in a continuing series of investigations angénquirlgs.
n made,
made with the object of adapting the instruction at the
demands which this war has shown will be made upon
military men, and to bring the spirit of the academy Into the fullest
harmony with the spirit of the country toward the Army, and, I may
, o most handsome and democratie spirit, as shown by our recent

and are bein
academy to




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

7431

After all, West Point is a speecial school, as is the Naval Academy at
Annapolis, as is any school of mines, or of chemlstry, or of lan g
This does not justify the turning out of soldiers, or mining engineers
or chemists, who know nothing else; but it does justify a course o
instruction which emphasizes the speclalty, while it produces an edm-
cated man. The purpose of West Point, therefore, Is not to act as a
glorified drill gergeant, but to lay a foundation upon which a career
of growth in military knowledge can be based, and to accompany it
with two 1ndisdpennble additions ; first, such a general tralning as edu-
cated men find necessary for Intelligent intercourse with one another,
and second, the inculcation of a set of virtues admirable always, but
indispensable in the soldier. Men may be inexact, or even untruthful,
in ordinary matters, and suffer as a consequence only the disesteem
of their associates, or the inconveniences of unfavorable litigation, but
the inexact or untruthful soldier trifles with the lives of his fellow
men, and the honor of his Government, and it is, therefore, no matter
of idle pride, but rather of stern disciplinary necessity that makes West
Point require of her students a character for trustworthiness which
knows no evasions.

I ought to point out that West Point is but the beginning of educa-
tion in the Army. In each of the services there are continuation
schools of growing breadth and usefulness, and the plan toward which
Army education is tending will more and more seek only the funda-
mentals, both of edueation and character, at West Point, and look
more and more to the special schools for the technical, scientific com-
pletion. This, I believe, is in hn.rmnn?' with the relation between the
modern college and university, and it is already far advanced in prae-
tice. How much further it can go without sacrifi the necessary
special or miiitnr?' training at West Point it is im ble to say, but
mlilitary science is a varied and intricate body of learning, relating
itself to all the scienees which deal with material things, an omgiling
them up with the subtler bodies of knowledge which control the actions
of men singly and in the mass. .

Army education, therefore, like the purpose for which armies are
made, must coneentrate on its objective, and however wide a field it
covers, and however many elements it must comprehend, it can not be
diffuse in its result,

A perfectly ]l:«ructlcn.l test can be challenged, I think, without fear la

ts gradoates will bear themselves as well in a mix

West Point.
company of educated men as any other similar up from any other
college {u expression, comprehension, and that cultured restraint which

characterizes the intercourse of educated men,

Another test may be agpea]ed to with confidence. During the first
hundred years (1802-1902) of its existence, 2,871 graduates of West
Point left the Army to go into civil life. The occupations of these
graduates are shown in the following table:

President of the United States 1
President of the Confederate States 1
Presidential eandidates 3
Viee presidectial candidates_ o ____ = 2
Members of the Cabinet of the United States 4
Ambassador____ R Rbt e 1
Ministers of the United States to foreign countries . - 14
Charge d'affaires of the United States to foreign countries._____- 2
United States consnl generals and consuls. 12
Members of Congress— .- 24
United States civil officers of various kinds 171
Presidential electors 8
Governors of States and Territories 16
Bishops 1
Lieutenant governors 2
udges 14
Members of State leézlslaturm : b i
Preslding officers of State senates and houses of representatives_. 8
Members of conventions for the formation of State constitutions_. 13
State officers of various grades 51
Adjutants, inspectors, and 'annrtemanter generals, and chief engi- °

neers of States and Territories. 28
Officers of State militia 158
Mayors of cities 17
City officers b7
Presidents of unlversities, colleges, ete 46
Principals of academies and school 32
Regents and chancellors of educational institutions. 14
Professors and teachers. 136
Superintendent of Coast Survey 1
SBurveyors general of States and Territories 11
Chief engineers of States 14
Presidents of rallroads and other corporations. 87
Chief engineers of railroads and other public works o ___ 63
Superintendents of railroads and other publie works___________ 62
Treasurers and receivers of rallroads and other corporations . .... 24
Civil engineers 228
Electrical engineers - b
Attorneys and counselors at law 200
Buperior general of clerical order 1
Clergymen 20
Physicians —_ 14
Merchants_ 122
Manufacturers 77
Artists 8
Architects___ T
Farmers and planters 230
Bankers 18
Bank presidents 8
Bank officers 23
Editors __ 30
Authors 179

Not all of the foregoing occupations are significant of intellectual
supremacy or necessarily superior tmininf, but the list is one which
could not have been made by a college with an inadequate or archaie
system of education. These men have stepped out of West Polnt into

vil life and qualified in large numbers for positions from the wvery
highest within the gift of the people, in all walks of life; a list quite
too large and imposing to represent the triumph of talent over obstrue-

tion.
8. " No school or college should have its teaching done almost ex-
clusively by recent graduates of the same school or college who are not

teachers and who serve short

The ng)ednl character of the education which West Point must give
limits the field of selection of its teachers, but two observations can
be made with regard to this criticism:

|8

common practice among educational institutions
of all grades and kinds in this country. Successful students are
singled out and made Instructors in our colleges and universitles gen-
erally, and for very excellent reasons. Their loyalty to their alma
mater makes them desire the distinction of being on her teaching stafl;
their talents have been under actual observation, and they are chosen
on the basis of knowledge rather than reputation; they know the in-
stitution, its ideals, and its traditions, and they can be relied upon to
maintain and improve the things which have been to them an inspira-
on,
And, second, there is much more permanency in the academic staff
at West Point than Js at all commonly supposed. Of the 12 heads of
departments, 7 are permanent and 0 are detailed for periods of four
years. Assistant professors are detailled from officers of the Army
having had previoms experience as instructors; instructors are de-
talled for periods of four years. Hence, a man does not become an
assistant prefessor who has not had actual, successful teaching ex-
ﬁﬂence as an instructor ; similarly men are not detailed as instructors
mediately upon graduation, but must normally serve at least four
years as officers before being considered as eligible to return to the
academy. Under the Army system of eduration alluded to above, this
means further study in higher schools and actual experience in the
field in the application of that knowledge.

Two of the 12 department heads are nongraduates of the institution;
some of the instructors are nongradvates. The whole system of in-
struction is under the direct, personal, and dally supervision of the
department heads; classes are divided into sections, which are in turn
suped by the head of the department, and the number of instructors
at the academy Is in the ratio of 1 to each 6 cadets.

her or not it would be wise to bring in more nongraduates as
instructors mngabe open to question, but it can not be fairly said of
the academy that its teaching is donme by recent graduates, or, to any
arge extent, by men who are not teachers, or by men who serve short

1

terms.

4, “The ﬁrnduntes of West Point during the World War, both in

the field and in business offices, did not escape, with few exceptions,

from the methods which they had been taught and drilled in during
ce. The methods of figh were, in the main, new and the meth-

ods of supply and account ought to have been new. The red-tape

methods prescribed to the American Regular Army officers of passin

the buck were very mischievous all through the actual fighting an

thmm’:i;a a serious impediment to the efficiency of the War Department to

Noth.l’.rng short of omniscience can analyze the intricate, multipled,
and scattered activities of the War Department during the recent war
at home and in the field, give just weight to the circumstances sur-
rounding these activities, and apportion either the credit for success or
the blame for mistake as between the persons engaged in those activi-
ties. The handful of West Point duates, the lar, handful of Regu-
lar Army officers drawn from ci life, reserve officers, officers of the
National Guard, and the wvastly larger body of officers hastily in-
structed in officers’ ing camps altogether comprised approximately
205,000 men, of whom the West Point graduates numhered} 8,081. In
the performance of their work these officers were aided by an immense
body of civilians—ecaptains of industry, masters of business; scientifi
technical, commercial, industrial, and all other kinds of experts work
side by side. A substantial part of the purely military business of the
Army was thus dome by men fresh from civil life, while the business

estions of Army supply—from the mining of ore and the ralising of
gg to the bullet in the soldier's belt and the coat on his back—were
subdivided into great departments, supervised by the most expert men
in those subjects in the civil life of the country. Any enumeration of
names, even of the most distinguished men of business who cooperated,
either as appointees or ‘* dollar-a-year ” men or as. volunteers in the
reorganization of the Nation's Industrial facilities around the Army, is
unnecessary, for everyb 'ws them. There was no talent or eca-
pacity in this country not avallable to the Nation's service, and it is
ec} well known that these talents and eapacities were used in places
of influence and discretlon. It is my settled conviction that the com-
mercial and industrial organization of America d the war was a
colossal success ; but whet. it was or not, the result was not an out-
come of the ?stem of education at West Point. The thing done was
done by the Nation and all the varied processes by which our citizens

are trained contributed.

The business of the Government of the United States and of its t
executive departments is neces y large. It is conducted under a
system of statutes, supplemented by regulations, which, as the resulf of
experience, undertake to fix the responsibility for official action to safe-
guard the Public Treasury and to provide for the orderly dispatch of
public business. That this system may be slow at times may be con-
ceded ; it is constantly undergoing modification in the direction of sim-
plicity, but considerations of public safety require that these transae-
tions be matters of record and that the person who is responsible for a
deecision should make the decision. The consequence is that many per-
sons, unfamiliar with the extent of the Government’s business, become
impatient at delay and characterize as “red tape™ obstructions which
stand in the way of the immediate dispatch of their business. Those
who are familiar with the requirements of the Comptroller of the
Treasury and the auditor, those who know what the statutes reguire
and appreciate the sleepless vigilance necessary to protect the Publie
Treasury against improvident expenditures and unauthorized disburse-
ments, have less sympathy with such a characterization.

In the same way &h criticism speaks of a tendency to * pass the
buck,” which no doubt refers to the experience of those who approaéh
a2 man in uniform, ask him to decide some guestion affecting their inter-
ests, and are referred by him to somebody else for a decision. The
citizen naturally does not understand the distribution of responsibility
in a great public department. He finds himself referred from ome per-
son to another and is stified and irritated. This was more
especially true during the war n in ordinary times, and yet the ex-
planation in both instances is simple: There is as to each question a
progr person to declde it; to ask the wrong person can have but one
or the other of two results, either to be referred to the right person or
get an unau answer, In the expansions and reorganizations
entailed by the war subdivisions of functions and authority were multl-
plied, uui often men in onsible places, busy about their own con-
cerns, were uncertain as to the allocation of other functions, and conse-
quently not helpful when they tried to refer questioners to others.

The War De t has been under continuous investigation by

e Benate and the House of Representatives from the
day war was declared. These investigations have not been concerned,
for the most part, with the result achieved but rather with the methoda
used. If so-called “red tape' had been thrown to the winds, short-
cuts and direct approaches preferred, prudential considerations aban-

First, It is a ve
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doned, and safeguards upon the Public Treasury neglected, it is impos-
sible to say whether the war would have been shortened, but the in-
quiries of the Congress would have been {:g the absence of
records and of any sort of process by which nsibility could be fixed
upon anybody for anythin As it is, as each transaction is inquired
into, complete and detailed public records are supplied, and the persons
roduced who decided all questions upon which
.arge recoveries of public money have been effected, just settlements ac-
complished in thousands of complicated contracts, innocent persons
protected against aspersion and calumny, and the public mind permitted
to rest on evidence that vast expenditures were honestly made.

The statement to which this comment is addressed alleges that the
methods of fichting were, in the main, .new. Of cou the exact
opposite is the fact. Methods of fighting were, in the main, old, and
the success of the American Army lay in the fact that those who were
responsible for it required it to trained in accordance with funda-
mental military experience and knowledge. It is said that by reason
of the tremendous emergency the British Army was for a time able to
train its fregh levies only in the new kind of warfare, which grew up
out of the trenches. But the final breaking of the lines and overthrow
of the Germany Army was accomplished by men who had been taught
not merely to hold a trench but to break a line and to maneuver in
the open after the line had been broken.

The comment seems to imply a belief, on President Eliot's p that
graduoates of West Point have not shown up well in the military history
of the United States. It is incredible that he could really entertain
this belief. In every war in which the United States has been engaged
since the academy was established, its gmduteu have been conspicuous,
alike for herocism and success. The following list is made ug of names
which illustrate American history. They are graduates of the Military
Academy, and they are men whose memory we teach our childrem to
revere :

Indian Wars: Custer, Crooke, Wright, Mackenzie, Cooke, A. S. John-
ston, Jefferson Davis, Abercrombie, Casey, McCall, Canby, Rains.

Mexican War: Swilt, Sherman, Totten, Bra R. E, I:ee, McClellan,
Beauregard, IHuger, Reno, Grant, Jefferson Davis, Early.

Civil War : General officers in Union Army, 294 ; in Confederate Army,
151 ; Grant, Sherman, Sheridan, Schofield, Buell, Burnside, Gillmore,
Halleck, Hancock, Helintzelman, Hooker, Howard, Hum f:reys. Kil-

atrick, Lyon, Meade, Merritt, McClellan, ‘McDowell Ord, Pope, Porter,

eynolds, Rosecrans, Slocum, Thomas, Warren, ht, Bea rd,
Bragg, Cooper, Hood, A. S. Johnston, J. E. Johnston, R. E. Lee, lg
Smith, Anderson, Buckner, Early, Ewell, Hardee, A, P, Hill, D. H.

Hill, Holmes, Jackson, 8., D. Lee, Longstreet, Pemberton, Polk, A. P.

Stewart, Wheeler, IMitz. Lee, Lovell, Pickett, J. E. B, Stuart, Van Dorn.

* Bpanish War: Otis, King, Fits. Lee, Wheeler, Bell, Pershing, Lawton,
arry.

Explorers, builders of railroads, canals, lighthouses, etc.: Swift,
Totten, MeClellan, Poe, Abbott, Warren, Humphreys, Talcott, Comstock,
Bache, Wheeler, Wright, Whistler, Sidell, Porter, Wilson, Greene,
Du PPont, Ludlow, Meigs, Grifin, Holden, Black, Goethals, Sibert, Gail-
lard, Casey, Hodges.

Publie life: Grant, Polk, McClellan, Hancock, Porter, Buckner, Lee,
Longstreet, Du Pont, Briggs.

World War: Pershing, March, BRliss, Bullard, Liggett, Goethals,
Summerall, Jervey, Scott, Graves, Biddle, McAndrew, Black, Richard-
son, Connor, ete.

Only one other aspect of this particular eriticism requires comment.
It is plainly suggested that the Regular Armﬂ officers, and by infer-
ence especially West Point graduates, did not show up well in the busi-
ness requirements of the war. Again the names of successful adminis-
trators in the Army would be too long for enumeration. But the Army's
present difficulty is that its officers, having become known to the great
buasiness executives of the country who worked with them during the
war, nre now being eagerly sought for absorption into their enterprises
to such an extent that it is difficult for us to retain thelr services in
the Army. About 2,500 officers of the Regular Army bave resigned
since the armistice to accept invitations In industry and commerce,
Most of these have been nongraduates of the Military Academy, upon
whom no eriticism is made, but the vast and uninspiring task of closing
up the business of a great war has fallen upon the shoulders of those
who remained, and they are performing it nmot merely with a willing
spiri*, but with competence and loyalty to the interests of the Govern-
méent which are a credit alike to their character and to the training
which has made them soldiers.

3. * The Regular Army ought to be abolished as soonm as the United
Staies becomes a _member of the League of Nations. No nation should
be allowed to maintain an army of the kind called regular; that is, an
army all of whose officers are men who have embraced for life the
profvssion of soldier.”

It will be conceded that if we are to maintain any kind of an Army
it ought to be efficient. It will further be conceded by those who
know the facts that the essentials of military science can not be
adequalely conserved for the use of a country by the casual Interest
of unsystematized volunteer organizations. ome organization seems
to be necessary to study. develop, and in time of necessity disseminate
those effective principles which protect our own ¢eldiers and citizens
anid give them maximum efficiency against the enemy. Whether this
boily be ecalled a Regular Army or not is immaterial. Every hu-
mane and enlightened mind sympathizes with the aspiration of Dr.
Eliot for the coming of the time when armament can be reduced
and armies demobilized. I personally heartily agree with himn that
the League of Nations is the best hope of the world for the advancing
of that time: indeed, T see no other way in which even partial dis-
arcuument can be secured except by international concert of opinion
amnd power,

If this eriticism, however, is to be taken to imply that a Regular
Army in the United States is a menace to free institutions or is prove-
cative of wars of aggression, I frankly challenge its historical truth.
I know of no war in which America has been engaged, offensive or
defensive, which was brought about by Army pressure or, indeed,
stimulated by military desire, nor has thers been within my lifetime
or within the history of the country, so far as my knowled? of It goes,
a time when the Army or Army opinion was in the slightest degree
menacing to the liberties of the American people or insubordinate to
civil control.

I regret to have frespassed to such an extent upon your time,
The Military Amdemf' at West Point has won the admiration of for-
eigin soldlers and statesmen ; its graduates have served the Nation in
eyvery crisis of war, as they have ornamented the life of the Nation
in (imes of peace. Largely as the result of the war and the ex-
perirnees cngaged in it the whole R(‘;‘iu!ar Army is becoming an eduea-
tiona! institution : it is to-day the largest university in the world:
wors> than 100,000 soldiers are being traioed vocationally or educnted

action was based.

in the Army, and recruits are flocking to it professedly to take advan-
tage of its educational o portunities. That tﬁis opportunity for service
to the public life of the country has been slympathetlmlly received
and is being energetically applied by the Regular Army officers would

o be an additional indication of the liberality of mind which
pervades the Army as an institution.

House resolution 551, upon which this letter comments, calls upon the
Congress to cause an investigation to be made into the situation at
the Military Academy. I mmctrull&can to your attention the fact
that the Board of Visitors at the Military Academy, consisting of
Members of the Senate and House of Representatives, annually visits
the academy and k in close touch with its courses of insfruction
and all of its interests and activities, and I do not believe any further
inwst!rgatlon can add anything to the knowledge already in the posses-
sion of your committee and of the Congress generally.

Respectfully, yours,
Newrox D. BAKER,
Secretary of War.

RELIEF OF SNAKE RIVER SETTLERS.

Mr. SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, I move to take from the Speak-
er's table the bill H. R. 12626 and agree to the Senate amend-
ment.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Oregon asks unani-
mous consent to take from the Speaker’s table a bill which the
Clerk will report and agree to the Senate amendment.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H, R. 126268) for the relief of certain persons to whom, or
their predecessors, patents were issued to public lands along the Snake
Rivaer, in the State of Idaho, under an erroneous survey made in 1883,

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the Senate amend-
ment.

Mr. BLANTON. A point of order, Mr. Speaker.
consent has not been granted yet, has it?

The SPEAKER. No unanimous consent has heen asked.

Mr. BLANTON. It is necessary in order to take it from the
Speaker's table?

Unanimous

The SPEAKER. It is not.
Mr. WALSH. It is a Senate amendment.
Mr. BLANTON. Oh! -

The Clerk read the Senate amendment, as follows:

Page 1, lines § and 6, strike out * not less than.”

Mr, SINNOTT. Mr. Speaker, the House bill reported by the
committee provided that the Secretary of the Interior might
sell these lands at $1.25 an acre to these settlers who have been
on the lands for some 30 years. It seems that on account of an
erroneous survey the lands which they have been living on for
years are not the lands described in the patents. And the
House committee bill provided that on the payment of $1.25
for these lands they may secure patent to the same. And then
an amendment was put in in the House to make the price not
less than $1.25 an acre. That was stricken out in the Senate
for the reason that the Department of the Interior holds that
the phrase “not less than” $1.25 an acre would require the
appraisal of these lands, and the men who have been living on
the lands would have to pay the appraised price. Some of
these lands are worth $150 and $300 an acre. These men have
been living on the land for some 30 years. Very valuable
orchards and very valuable improvements are upon the lands in
question.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Mr. Speaker, as I understand, this
bill was under congideration in the House, and the House
amended it by inserting the language “ not less than.” After
consideration the bill passed by unanimous consent. The
gentlemen in charge of the bill blithely consent to put in this
amendment, and then walk over to the Senate and allow it to
be struck out.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I want to say that the bill was reached
on the Unanimous Consent Calendar, and one of the condi-
tions that the bill should be considered was to accept the
amendment.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I say that they blithely accept the
amendment in the House and walk over to the Senate and ask
some interested Senator to strike out the language, and then
walk into the House at this stage of proceedings and blithely
ask the House to accept the Senate amendment. That is not
good faith to the House, in my opinion.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The statement of the gentleman Is
unwarranted by the facts,

Mr. MANN of Illinois,
not a fact.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The gentleman certainly intimated
that we had not acted in good faith with the House. When
this amendment was accepted in the House we supposed it was
harmless, but after the bill was passed the legal officer of the
Department of the Interior stated that the words “ not less
than,” if left in the bill, would, under an opinion rendered in
connection with the use of the same words in the coal-land law,
require an appraisal of the land. That statement was made
to the chairman of the Senate Committee on Public Lands, and
it is made to this House in absolutely good faith, and the gentle-

I did not state anything that was
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man from Illinois or no other Member of Congress has any
right to impute any wrong motives to any Member of the
House unless he has good reason for it.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I am not imputing wrong motives.
But I say that it is unfair to the Members of the House to come
here and ask us to pass bills on the Unanimous Consent Cal-
endar, and agree to the amendment at the time, and then go
to the Senate and have that amendment stricken out and ask
that the House agree fo the Senate amendment without con-
sideration,

Mr. BLANTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I have not the floor.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. I want to make this statement:
While I have not served in the House as long as the gentle-
man from Illinois, I will leave it to the Members whether I am
not as honorable and frank in the consideration of legislation
as is the gentleman from Illincis. I consider his insinuation a
direct insult to me and the other members of the Public Lands
Committee, and I resent it.

AMr, MANN of Illinois. I do not care whether the gentleman
resents it or not. I am not trying to reflect on the honorable-
ness of the gentleman from Idaho. I am calling the attention
of the House to the fact what when unanimous consent is given
to the consideration of a bill and we agree to the amendment in
the House, they go straight to the Senate and ask that it be
stricken out, and then come back and ask the House to con-
sider the amendment of the Senate.

Mr. OLIVER. Was there anything that indicated that the
House desired these men to pay more than the dollar and a
quarter at the time the amendment was accepted?

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Absolutely not. The gentleman from
Ohio [Mr. Garp] said that he did not think they should pay
anything, but the bill was drawn by the department and the
price fixed at $1.25 per acre, and we consented to the amend-
ment of the bill,

Mr. BLANTON. The reason the gentleman from Illinois was
giving the gentleman from Idaho a little chastisement whs for
not knowing the reason for this amendment when he permitted
it to go on the bill.

Mr. MANN of Illincis. I did not know that the gentleman
from Idaho was the author of the bill

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. It is an Idaho matter.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. There is nothing here to indicate it.
It does not make any difference, It is not fair to the House.

Mr, SMITH of Idaho. I will leave it to the membership of
this House whether it is not fair io consider the Senate amend-
ment after explaining the facts to the House.

Mr., GARD. Mr. Speaker, the amendment which the Senate
has stricken out in this bill was offered in the House by me
and accepted by those who had charge of the bill. Now, the
gentleman from Idaho [Mr: Suora] said that he accepted it
because he thought the amendment was harmless, but I am sure
I offered it because I thought the amendment might be of some
public benefit.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. May I ask the gentleman a question?

Mr. GARD. Yes.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Did neot the gentleman say in the
debate that he did not believe these settlers should be required
to pay anything, because they had been living on the land for
380 years and had a patent to it, and supposed it belonged to them?

Mr, GARD. I do not know.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. The Recorp will show it.

Mr. GARD. I am willing to stand by the Recorn. I do not
recall what I did say. What I say in regard to this amend-
ment is this, that the amendment had been accepted by those
in charge of the bill. Then we had word—so I get it from
those now in charge of the bill—that some one in the Depart-
ment of the Interior said it would be necessary to have an ap-
praisement of this land if the amendment of the House were not
stricken out. I do not see that very much harm would resalt
either way. I maintain the position I took in the House before,
that if these people had the land and thought they had the
land and had it rightfully, but could not acquire it legally
under an erroneous survey, then I am in favor of seeing that
they get the land they should have, whether they pay $1.25 an
acre for it or whether they do not pay anything for it. I want
to do entire justice to these people who had the land, but I do
‘not see how harm would come from the appraisement of this
land at this time, because the bill still would provide that the
'Department of the Interior could seH it to the people who
were entitled to it—assuming that they are entitled to it by
their previous occupation—for not less than $1.25 per acre.

Now, the only dispute is about the words * not less than.” If
you make it “ $1.25 an acre,” they can make the transfer with-
out any appraisement. On the other hand, if that language re-

mains in, then they do require an appraisement. I do not see
that any results; but, in fact, some good may result fo
the great of the people of the United States in knowing
the value of the land, because the only criticism I have regard-
ing matters of this kind is that we do not have as much infor-
mation about them as we should have. That may be a eriticism
upon myself individually, but I am sure the membership of the
House generally are not as well informed on these matters of
public lands as they should be, and are obliged to take the word
of the gentlemen of the committee, and therefore we should
have a full and fair and frank discussion always by members
of the committee in informing us just what the conditions are.
si:l%? SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman

Mr, GARD. Yes.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Is mot this the practical diffi-
culty: If these people had gotten the lands which they sup-
posed they were getting, they would have gotten them at $1.25%
Now, an error iz discovered in the survey, and these people
have established their homes there and planted their orchards
and put improvements on the land, which have brought up its
value, and under appraisement the lands might be shown to be
worth two or three hundred dollars an acre.

Mr. GARD. That would not make any difference. Still
under the bill they would get the land for $1.25.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. But suppose under the appraise-
ment these lands were shown to be worth $300 an acre, and the
man would be compelled perhaps to pay $300 an acre, and much
of that $300 an acre has resulted from his own industry after
he has gotten this land which he expected to get, and which he
did not eventually get by reason of a mistake for which he was
not responsible, and for which he would have only paid $1.25
an acre. Is not that the situation? -

Mr. GARD. The gentleman apparently does not understand
the bill, because the bill provides in its present form that under
the direction of the Department of the Interior these lands may
be properly adjusted on the basis of not less than $1.25 per acre.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
yield again?

Mr. GARD. ~ Yes.

AMr. SUMNERS of Texas, I understand from gentlemen in
charge of the bill that if these lands are appraised and the ap-
praisement shows that they are worth around $300 an acre, then
the Secretary of the Interior is under obligation to get about
that 5

Mr. GARD. Oh, no. There is nothing of that kind in the
bill. They say the Secretary of the Interior, under an old
ruling, when it is necessary to appraise them shall appraise
them.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. What is the use in appraising
them?

Mr, GARD. Let us have them appraised.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Yes,

Mr. LINTHICUM. Suppose the appraisement shows that
they are worth what the gentleman says, $300 an acre. Do yon
think any department official would undertake to sell them for
$1.257 Do you not think he would be open to public censure
if he attempted to do that?

Mr. GARD. No. The facts are that these people are occupy-
ing lands which they thought they legally owned. Owing to
an error in the survey it has developed that they do not own
that land in the bottoms, but land up on the mountain side,
It is really an adjustment of survey lines. That is what it
amounts to.

Mr. LINTHICUM. Yes; but the gentleman has no doubt
heard many statements brought in here and charges against
public officials for selling things for less than they are worth,
such as trucks and automoebiles and things like that. Does the
gentleman think they ought to put up this land and sell it for
less than the appraised value?

Mr. GARD. No. My own position would be that if it were
thoroughly established that these men had lived on the land and
cultivated it and improved it, they should have it without the
payment of any money. That would he my own opinion.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Mr, Speaker, will the gentleman
yield? }

Mr. GARD. Yes. i

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. Your position is that if this land
is appraised at $150, the Secretary of the Interior can still
sell it for $1.25 an acre?

Mr. GARD. Absolutely.

Mr. BLAND of Indiana. That is not my understanding of
the law. If it is appraised by the Secretary of the Interior
he must sell it at the appraised value. o
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Mr. GARD. ' No. It was-in the bill “not less than $1.25."”
Mr. BLAND of Indiang. It requires them to. have it ap-
praised, and the gentleman says that under the law they have
to have it appraised. What do they have it appraised for?
Simply in order to determine its value, and they must get
that value for it in the Government's behalf.
Mr. GARD, There is no such contention.
tion is that it is necessary to appraise if. :

Mr. TINCHER. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Yes. .

Mr. TINCHER. What possible good could come from the
appraisement of this land? T

Mr. GARD. The only possible good to come of it would be the
information, as I assume Members of Congress generally want
to find out the value of public lands that they are acting upon.

Mr. TINCHER. As we passed the bill, and as I understand
the gentleman himself says it should be passed, they would pay
only $1.25, If they do, what is the use of that appraisement?
It would be just the cost of that thrown away.

Mr. GARD. No. The records of the appraisement would re-
main in the Department of the Interior as a guide as to the
value of land in that vicinity. That would be the effect of it.

Mr. SUMNERS of Texas. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman
again yield? '

Mr. GARD. Yes. +

Mr., SUMNERS of Texas. If you appraised the lands and
by reason of the fact that the settlers had planted orchards on
those lands and made them werth $300 an acre, if the Secre-
tary of the Interfor acts upon that information, he does an in-
justice to the man who has honestly tried to comply with the
contract with the Government, and if you do not act upon that
appraisement you will be spending the public money for no
good. But if you do not act on the information you have spent
the money to no good end, as it looks to me.

Mr. GARD. There is no great expenditure of public money
in that, as far as I can see.

Mr. FRENCH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. I yield to the gentleman.

Mr. FRENCH. Letme give an illustration. Suppose the Gov-
ernment should sell and deed to some one here in the city of Wash-
ington a few lots supposedly down in Potomac Park near the river
and in the course of a few years it should develop that the pur-
chaser, who perhaps had erected a manufacturing plant on the
land that had been sold, found when he turned to his deed that
it deseribed land not in the former park site but in the middle
of the river itself. Would there be any good or any justice in
requiring an appraisement of the lands that were sold in order
to correct the deed? Surely the Government would not ask the
purchaser to pay for the lands over again even if in 30 or 40
vears they had increased in value. Now, that is exactly a
parallel ecase. The Government issued patents to lands to these
settlers under the homestead laws. The settlers built their
homes on what was supposed to be the lands. They cultivated
the lands, they put out orchards. Those lands have increased
in value until perhaps they are worth $150 an acre. I do not
know what they are worth.

Mr. GARD. That is the point. None of us know, and that
is the only reason for the appraisement, to ascertain the value,

Mr. FRENCH. But the gentleman does not follow me.

Mr. GARD. I think I do.

Mr. FRENCH. The Government issued patents to lands on
the canyon sides. The settlers took the patents and the settlers
and the Government have assumed that they described the bot-
tom lands, and it had been so supposed for 30 or 40 years. Now,
according to certain surveys, it develops that the lands actually
described are on the mountain or canyon side. I submit that
no good could come from having a new appraisement, any more
than if the city of Washington should sell lots in Potomac Park
and it should develop later that the description in the deeds
placed the lots in the Potomac River. No good could come from
appraising the lots again, and no good or benefit to anyone
could come from having an appraisement of the lands in ques-
tion, and it would mean added expense to the Government.

Mr. GARD. The only suggestion that came from the depart-
ment.

Mr. SMITH of Idaho. Mr, Speaker, I move the previous
gquestion. Has the gentleman from Ohio finished?

Mr. GARD. No; I had not finished.

Mr., SMITH of Idaho. I thought the gentleman had finished.

Mr, GARD. I do not care to pursue it any further., If the
gentleman wants to move the previous question when I am mak-
ing a statement, he can do so.

Mr, SMITH of Idaho. I thought the gentleman had finished.

Mr. GARD. Go ahead. I do not care to speak any further,

The only conten-

-The SPEAKER. The
vious question. i

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on concurring in the Senate
amendment. =

The Senate amendment was concurred in.

HOSPITAL FOR SOLDIERS, SATLORS, AND MARINES IN TIE DISTRICT OF
COI.L'}!B[.}.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the bill (H. IR. 13627) to amend
paragraph (e) of section 7 of the aect approved March 3,.1919,
entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of the Treasury to

gentleman from Idaho moves the pre-

.provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for discharged sick

and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines.”

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of H. R. 13627, which
the Clerk will report by title.

The Clerk read the title of the bill.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. WALSH. The bill ought to be reported.

Mr. LANGLEY. Let the bill be reported, Mr. Speaker.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report the bill.

The bill was read, as follows:

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph (e) of section T of the act ap-
proved March 8, 1919, entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of the
Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for discharged
sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” is hereby amended
to read as follows:

“(e) The sum of $550,000 is hereby authorized for the ipurr!.uw,e of
the land and bulldings of the National School of Domestic Arts and
Science, located at 2650 Wisconsin Avenue, in the District of Columbia,
now under lease to the United States Government as a hospital, and
for the construction of such additions and improvements thereto as may
be necessary to suitably adapt them to the needs and ?urpoﬂes_a! the
Public Health Service: Provided, That the purchase price of said land
and buildings shall not exceed $460,000: Provided further, That in
addition to the $550,000 hereby authorized, the sum of $250,000 from
the amount appropriated by section 5 of the act hereby amended and
of $6,000 and of $154,000 from the amounts appropriated by section @,

aragraphs 1 and 2, respectively, of said act, are hereby made available
or t:edabove-mentloned purposes and shall remain available until
expended.” '

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, this
seems to be n rather important matter, and apparently involves
the expenditure of some money, a part of which or all of which
has been appropriated heretofore, but I do not think we ought
to take up a matter like this by unanimous consent without any
notice, 1 object,

The SPEAKER. Objection is made.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I submit a privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules.

The SPEAKER. The genfleman from Kansas submits a re:
port from the Committee on Rtules, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 536. .

Resolred, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Com:
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 18627) to amend paragraph (e) of section T of
the act approved March 3, 1919, entitled “An act to aufhorize the Secre-
tary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for
discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” and after
general debate, which shall be confined fo the bill, and shall continue
not to exceed one hour, to be equally divided between those for and
against the bill, the bill shall be read for amendment under the five-
minute rule; that at the conclusion of the consideration of the bill for
amendment the committee shall rise and report the bill to the House
with such amendments as may have been agreed to, when the previeus
question shall be considered as ordered on the bill and amendments to
final passage without intervening motion, except one motion to re-
commit,

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the resolution just
read merely provides for the consideration of the bill for which
unanimous consent has just been refused. The rule provides
for not to exceed an hour of general debate and the reading of
the bill for amendment.

There is need for additional hospital facilities in the Distriet
of Columbia.  Indeed, the law already provides for such a hos-
pital, but need for this legislation has been found to enable
those in charge te purchase the hospital in question.

Mr. BANKHEAD. Is this a unanimous report from the Com-
mittee on Rules?

Mr. LANGLEY. It is.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. It is a unanimous report from
the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds, and also from
the Committee on Rules.

Mr. WALSH. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For a question. :

Mr. WALSH. What kind of 4 hospital is this to be?
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Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas.- A hospital for the disabled
sold}ers. sailors, and marines of the late war—a general hos-
pital. =) 1 : :

Mr, WALSH. ‘How does it come to be reported by the Com-
mittee on Public Buildings and Grounds?

Mr, CAMPBELL of Kansas. It provides for the purchase of
buildings, :
Mr. WALSH. I grasp that from having heard the bill read.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. For the reason that the purchase
of buildings is provided for, and by the rules of the House
such a bill goes to the Committee on Public Buildings and
Grounds, : T

Mr. LANGLEY. Let me say for the information of the gen-
tleman that this seeks to amend an act which was reported
from the Committee on Public Buildings and Grounds in the
last session.

Mr. WALSH. Perhaps that is where the committee gets juris-
diction, because the bill amends something,

Mr. LANGLEY. It has jurisdiction of all these buildings.
This is to provide hospital facilities for soldiers of the late war.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move the pre-
vious question on the resolution.

The question was taken; and on a division there were 57
ayes and 8 noes.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, we ought to have a quorum here
to consider a matter of this importance, and I make the point
of no quorum. :

The SPEAKER, The gentleman from Massachusetts makes
the Qolnt of no quorum. The Doorkeeper will close the doors,
the Sergeant at Arms will notify absentees, and the Clerk will
call the roll.

The question was taken; and there were—yeas 339, nays- 0,
answered * present” 1, not voting 87, as follows: >

So the previous question was ordered.

Welling

Schail -+ Stephens, Ohio  Tinkham
Scott 3 Stiness > Towner Welt
Sells Stoll * Treadway Whaley
Sherwood Strong, Kans. Upshaw ‘Wheeler
Bhreve Sullivan Vaile White, Kans,
Bims Bummers, Wash. Vare White, Me,
Sinclair Sumners, Tex, Venable Williams
Sinnott Bweet Vestal Wilson, I11,
Sisson Swope Vinson Wilson, La.
Siemtg Tague Voigt Wingo
Smith, Idaho Taylor, Colo. Volstead Winslow
Bmith, Ill. Taylor, Tenn. Walsh Wood, Ind
Smith, Mich, Temple Walters Woods, Va.
L Smith, N. Y Thomas ‘Wason Woodyard
nell Thompson Watkins Wright
Steagall Tilson Watson Young, N. Dak..
Steenerson Timberlake Weaver Young, Tex.
Stephens, Miss, Tincher Webster
NAYS—0.
ANSWERED “ PRESENT "—1.
Griffin
NOT VOTING—S8T.
Anthony Esch Jones, Tex, Rose
Benson Evans, Nev. Kahn Rubey
Blackmon Fields Kelley, Mich. Sabath
Booher Fordne Kennedy, Iowa  Sanders, N. Y.
Brinson Godwin, N, C Kettoer Scully
Britten Goodall Kitchin Sears
Brumbaugh Gould Kreider Siegel
Caraway Graham, Pa Lankford Small
Carter Greene, VL. Lee, Ga. Smithwick
Casey Hamill Lesher Snyder
Clark, Fla. Harrison McKenzie Stedman
Classon Iastings MePherson Steele
Cole Haugen Merritt Stevenson
Costello Hayden Montague Strong, Pa.
Curry,Calif. ays Morin Taylor, Ark.
Dent Hernandez Nelson, Wis. Tillman
Dominick Hoch Nicholls Ward
Drane Hoey Oliver Wilson, Pa.
Drewry Howard Padgett Wise
Edmonds Hulings Porter Yates
HEllaworth Johnson, 8, Dak. Rhodes Zlhlman
Elston Jones, Pa. Riordan

YEAB—339,
Ackerman Dempsey Hull, Tenn. Mead
Almon Denison Humphreys Ml:hener
Anderson Dewalt IHusted Miller
Andrews, Md. Dickinson, Towa Hutchinson Milligan
Andrews, Nebr.  Dickinson, Mo, Igoe Minahan, N. T,
Ashbrook Donovan Ireland Monahu’, Wis.
Aswell Deooling Jacoway Mondell
Ayres Doremus JTames Moon
Babka Doughton Jefferis Mooney
Bacharach Dowell Johnson, Ky. Moore, Ohio
Baer Dunbar Johhson, Miss, Moore, Va
Bankhead Dunn Johnson, Wash.  Moores, Ind
Barbour Dupré Johnston, N. Y.  Morgan
Barkley Dyer Juul Mott
Bee Eagan Kearns Mudd
Begg Eagle Keller Murphy
Bell Echols Kelly, ’a. Neely
Renham Elliott Kendall Nelson, Mo,
Black Emerson Kennedy, R.I.  Newton, Minn
Bland, Ind, Tvans, Mont, Kiess Newton, Mo,
Bland, Mo. Evans, Nebr, Kincheloe Neolan =
Bland, Va, Fairfleld Kin O'Connell
Blanton Ferris Kinkaid O'Connor
Boies Fess Kleczka en
Bowers Fisher Knutson Oldfield
Box Flood Kraus Olney
Brand Focht Lampert Osborne
Br[gi“l Fostér Langley Overstreet
Brooks, T Frear Lanham Pai
Brooks, Pa, Freeman Larsen Parl
Browne French Layton Parker .
Buchanan Fuller, I11. Lazaro Parrish
Burdick Fuller, Mass, Lea, Calif. Pell
Burke Gallagher Lehlbach Peters
Burroughs Gallivan Linthicum Phelan
Butler Gandy Little Platt
Byrnes, 8. C. Ganly Lonergan *ou
Byrns, Tenn, Gard Longworth Purnell
Caldwell Garland Luce Quin
Campbell, Kans. Garner Lufkin Radcliffe.
Camphbell, Pa. Garrett Luhring Rainey, Ala.
Candler l{un McAndrews Rainey, H. T.
Cannon Goldfogle MecArthur Ralney, J. W.
Cantrill 00d MeClintic Raker
Carew Goodwin, Ark. McCulloch Ramsey
Carss Goodykoontz MeDuffie Ramseyer
Chindblom Graham, Il MeFadden Randall, Callf,
Christopherson  Green, Iowa MeGlennon Randall, Wis,
Clark, Mo, Greene, Mass, McKeown Rayburn
Cleary Griest MeKiniry Reavis
Coady Hadley McKinley Reber °*
Collier Hamilton McLane Heed, N. Y.
Connally Hardy, Colo, McLaughlin, Mich. Reed, W. Va.
Cooper Hardy, Tex. McLaughlin, Nebr. Ricketts
Copley Harreld MacCrate Riddick
Crago Hawley MacGregor Robinson, N, C,
Cramton Heflin Madden Robsion, Ky,
Crisp Hersey Ma Rodenberg
Crowther Hersman Maher Rogers
Cullen Hickey Major Komjue
Currie, Mich, Hicks Mann, Il Rouse
Dale Hill Mann, 8. C. Rowan
Dallinger Holland Mansfield Rowe
Darrow Houghton Mapes Rucker
Davey Huddleston Martin Sanders, Ind:
Davis, Minn. Hudspeth Mason “Sanders, La,
Davis, Tenn, Hull, Towa Mays Banford

The following additional pairs were announced :

Until further notice:

Mr. ANTHONY with Mr., KiTcHIN,

Mr, Epatonps with Mr, CAasey.

Mr. ForoNEY with Mr., RuBEy.

Mr. BrrrreN with Mr. WisE.

Mr. Esca with Mr. FIELDs.

Mr, Joanson of South Dakota with Mr. OLIVER,

Mr. Nersox of Wisconsin with Mr. LEE of Georgia.

Mr. CrassoN with Mr. Wirsox of Pennsylvania.

Mr. Zrarman with Mr. Evaxs of Nevada,

Mr, Goopart with Mr, PADGETT.

Mr. YaTes with Mr, SMITHWICK.

Mr. Kexxepy of Iowa with Mr, Hogy.

Mr. ExtsworTH with Mr. NICHOLLS.

Mr. SanpeErs of New York with Mr. Haairr,

Mr. Gouvrp with Mr. Tayror of Arkansas.

Mr. PorTER with Mr, STEDMAN,

Mr. McKexzie with Mr. RiorpAN.

Mr. Havgex with Mr. SEARs,

Mr, GreExE of Vermont with Mr. JoNes of Texas.

Mr. Hays with Mr. CARAwAY.

Mr. Kerrey of Michigan with Mr. BExsox,

The result of the vote was announced as above recorded.

A quorum being present, the doors were opened.

The SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the rule.

The resolution was agreed tfo.

Mr, LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, T move that the House resolve
itself into Committee of the Whole House on the state of the
Union for the consideration of the bill H. R. 13627, and pending
that I ask unanimous consent that one half of the time be con-
trolled by the gentleman from Texas [Mr, MaNsFierp] and the
other half by myself.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentfleman from Texas opposed to the
bill? The rule provides that one-half the time shall be con-

T trolled by those opposed to the bill.

Mr. LANGLEY. There being apparently no one against tha
bill, I ask that the gentleman from Texas control it.

Mr. GARD, Mr. Speaker, I will claim the right to control
the time.

The SPEAKER. Is the gentleman from Ohio opposed to the
bill?

Mr. GARD. Yes.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The rule says that those opposed
to the bill shall control one-half of the time,

The SPEAKER. But the rule does not say who shall control
the time in opposition.

Mr. LANGLEY. DMIr. Speaker, I ask for a vote on my motion.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the motion of the gen-

tleman from Kentucky that the House resolve itself into the
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Committee of the Whole House on the state of the Unicn for
the consideration of the bill H. R. 13627.

The motion was a to.

Accordingly, the House resolved itself into the Committee

" . of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-

tion of the bill H. R. 13627, with Mr. GreeN of Iowa in the chair.

The Clerk read the bill, as follows:

Be it_enacted, etc.,, That am;‘raph (e) of section T of the act ap-

proved March 8, 1919, entitled “An act to authorize the Secretary of
the Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorfum facilities for dis-
charged eick and disabled soldiers, failors, and marines,” is hereby
amended to read as follows:
“SE) The sum of $550,000 is hereby authorized for the purchase of
the land and lmildingg}ot the National School of Domestic Arts and Bci-
ence, located at 2050 Wisconsin Avenue, in the Distriet of Columbia, now
undens lease to the Uinted States Government as a hos*ﬂta], and for the
construction of such additions and improvements thereto as may be nec-
essary to suitably adapt them to the needs and purposes of the Public
Health Service: Provided, That the purchase price of said land and
buildings shall not exceed $460,000: Provided further, That in addition
to the $350,000 hereby authorized, the sum of $250,006 from the amount
n]r)propri:\ted by section 5 of the 'act hereby amended and of $6,000 and
of $154,000 from the amounts agproprinted by section 6, paragraphs 1
and 2, respectively, of said act, are bereby made avallable for the
above-mentioned purposes and shall remain available until expended.”

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I shall detain the committee
for only a few minutes. I have always had a reverential ad-
miration for our soldiers who fought in all our wars. From my
boyhood they have stood apart in my estimation as the real
heroes of the Republic. [Applause.] I think everyone will
concede that we can never pay fully the debt of gratitude that
we owe to them. I am in favor of giving them all as liberal
consideration and aid as the finances of our country will permit.
1 think also you will concede that our first and highest duty is
to provide proper hospital facilities for the sick, injured, and
wounded soldiers. [Applause.] That is the purpose of this
bill, as far as it goes. Our committee has had extensive hear-
ings on the general hospital situation, and I think these hear-
ings will show that we have fully developed all the material
facts bearing upon the situation. The Secretary of War, the
Secretary of the Treasury, the Director of the War Risk Bu-
rean, the Surgeon General of the Public Health Service, and sev-
eral subordinate officials, Gen. Wood, chairman of the Board of
Managers of the National Home for Disabled Volunteer Sol-
diers, famous experts on mental and nervons diseases and
tuberculosis and their treatment, and many otl. 8 have all been
heard. We discovered during our investigation that there are
a good many thousands—I, believe about 16,000—of our returned
disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines who are without proper
hospital treatment. We ascertained that there were available
in the national homes for disabled volunteer soldiers something
over 9,000 vacant beds., At one hearing we had before us the
Surgeon General of the Public Health Service and other officials
of that bureau.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. LANGLEY. In a moment. We had also Gen. Wood,
chairman of the board of directors of the national homes, and
others, all participating in the hearing and debating the matter
fully. They reached the conclusion, and so did we, that those
beds could be made available for the treatment of these sol-
diers. That will still leave several thousand more not properly
provided for.

We requested the Secretary of War to appear before our com-
mittee a second time, which he did, with a view to determining
if we could not obtain space in the unoccupied Army posts so
as to further curtail the authorizations which the Secretary of
the Treasury and the Public Health Service were asking for.
Secretary Baker explained the situation quite fully, and the
most that he would consent to was to give us a revocable permit
to admit our returned disabled soldiers of the World War into
the hospitals attached to these posts, which meant that he could
at any time order the patients removed so that these posts could
be used for military purposes, for which they were originally
intended ; and he added the further condition that no tubercular
patients were to be admitied to these post hospitals. He ex-
plained that if the Mexican situation cleared up it would be
necessary for the department to have these posts reoccupied,
although at least two of them have not, I am informed, been
used for several years, except for housing a sufficient number
of persons to look after the buildings. The committee reached
the conclusion that it was not wise to undertake to utilize these
unoccupied posts for hospital purposes under the circumstaneces.

This bill is only a step in the direction of providing proper
hospital facilities for these men. The committee is now en-
gaged in the consideration of additional legislation, with a
view to establishing other hospitals in other sections of the
country, particularly for tubercular and mental and nervous
diseases, or neuropsychiatric cases, as the doctors call them,
We hope to be able to report that bill to the House with a

May. 21,
unanimous recommendation and at a very early date. Now, I
yield to the gentleman from Texas.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Mr, Chairman, I think the gentleman has
just stated the matter I was about to inquire respecting, and
that is relative to tubercular patients. Does this bill provide
for that also?

Mr. LANGLEY. It is to be a general hospital. The purpose
of the Health Service is to segregate tubercular patients as
much as possible. That will all be embodied, as I have already
indicated, in a bill that we will report at an early date—within
the next few days, I hope.

I yield 20 minutes to the gentleman from Nebraska [Mr.
AxprEWs], who is the chairman of the subcommittee appointed
by the chairman of the committee to investigate the question,
a;ad wl]u) has well and faithfally performed that duty. [Ap-
plause.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, I ask unani-
mous consent to revise and extend my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? 1

There was no objection.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr. Chairman, on the 5th of
last December the Secretary of the Treasury submitted a letter
to the Speaker of the House with memoranda covering what
was supposed to be needs for proper hospitalization for our dis-
abled soldiers, sailors, and marines of the World War. By
reference to House Document No. 481 you will find that the
Director of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance states that
there are 641,000 soldiers, sailors, and marines discharged from
the service with some degree of disability. Under the law it
becomes the duty of the Director of the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance to cause a medical examination of the applicants for
aid. When the examination discloses a disability exceeding 10
per cent the applicant is regarded as entitled to the provisions
of the law for hospitalization. -

You will find that under the act of March 3, 1919, certain
sums of money were set apart to be used, at the discretion of
the Secretary of the Treasury, for the purpose of caring for
such cases. Paragraph (e), section 7, of that act reads as
follows :

{e) The sun of $550,000 is hereby suthorized for the construction,
on land owned by the Government, on a site to be selected by the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, with the approval of the President, of a hospital
plant complete in the District of Columbia or vicinity.

That money stands at the discretion of the Secretary, to be
used by him under the limitations imposed in the paragraph. A
diligent search was made by the department for a suitable site
on Government ground in the District. They failed to find one
that was satisfactory. Consequently no action was taken
toward the construction of the buildings. The money, therefore,
remains intact, still to be used by the Secretary under these
limitations as he may see fit, When the report of the Secretary
of December 5 came before your committee for Investigation,
this appropriation was brought under consideration in the hear-
ings. It occurred to your committee that it would be wise for
us to confer with the Surgeon General and the Secretary of the
Treasury in the hope that some agreement might be reached on
the lines of practical economy and efficiency for the service,
That conference led to the conclusion that the property in
question ought to be secured for the benefit of the service.

An explanation now in regard to the property: This prop-
erty was developed for educational purposes by the School of
Domestic Arts and Secience. When the war came the girls
went into the war work and the school closed.

The buildings were then leased for hotel purposes and were
in use as such for some months. The Seecretary of the Treas-
ury afterwards leased the property for hospital purposes, as he
had full authority to do under other provisions of the act of
March 3, 1919, and since the 10th of June, 1919, it has been
used by the Public Health Service for the benefit of disabled
soldiers, sailors, and marines of the World War. When your
committee visited the institution they had about 80 or 85 pa-
tients. We found upon examination that this, as stated by the
Secretatry, is an ideal loecation for a hospital. After proper nego-
tiations by the Treasury Department a price was agreed upon,
$460,000, for the purchase of the buildings and grounds. All of
the sewer, water, and lighting facilities are complete, in good
order, The four stone buildings are comparatively new, and
the architect’s inspection shows that the value of the improve-
ments on the property is $289,000, in round numbers.

Mr. McKEOWN. Mpr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes,

Mr. McKEOWN. Does the gentleman know what it is as-
sessed for i the District of Columbia, for the purpose of taxes?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I can not answer that ques-
tion.,' I did not inquire,
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Mr. LAYTON. Where is this property situated?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. At 2650 Wisconsin Avenue, in
the vicinity of the Naval Observatory.

Mr. LAYTON. Is it on elevated ground? .

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. We are informed that the sec-
ond story of the main buildings is almost on a level with the
fop of the Washington Monument, and that is about as good as
you are going to get. There is a beautiful view from the build-
ings overlooking the city, attractive in every particular. Prop-
erty in that locality is selling at from 75 cents to $1.25 per
square foot.

The price, after deducting the value of the improvements, will
leave the cost of the land at about 34 or 35 cents per square foot.
We find that upon the basis of cost we are well within the limits
of practical economy. This, perhaps, will answer in part the
inguiry made by the gentleman a moment ago. The patients,
about 80 or 85 in number, seem to be in cheerful spirits and
express great satisfaction because of the favorable location.
Now, the Secretary recommends that, in addition to this $550,000,
the amount of $410,000 from that same act shall be set apart
and used for the enlargement of the institution, which, when so
enlarged, will accommodate approximately 300 patients,

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield right there?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I will.

Mr. RAKER. Just for two questions. Can the gentleman
tell the committee sbout what we are paying per month now
for this property?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.
month. ;

Mr. RAKER., One other question: Is that the bullding that is
there where the street car comes along; does that belong to
the property?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.

Mr. RAKER. Yes, sir.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes, sir.

Mr. RAKER. So the property comes clear to the street where
the street car line runs?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska, Yes, sir.

Mr. RAKER. This property was known a year ago as the
Mount Alto Hotel?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Exaectly.

Mr. MacGREGOR. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I will

Mr. MAcGREGOR. What is supposed to be the averaze cost
of a building to accommodate one patient? =

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Well, T can not answer that.
I can simply answer in these terms: We will have this property
at $460,000, 113} acres of ground ; $500,000 for enlargement of the
institution, which, according to the estimate of the Surgeon
General, would accommodate 300 patients.

Mr. MACGREGOR. That is $3,200 per man.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. That is the ordinary estimate
given by the hospital service in computing the cost of a build-
ing, but I might say to the gentleman he will be greatly sur-
prised when he finds in many instances in the construction of
hospitals that the price may run from $3,500 to $4,000 per bed.
Your committee has tried to adopt a plan by means of which
that item will be reduced, and we hope we will be successful.

Mr. LAYTON. Will the gentleman excuse me for saying that
I wish he would take out of the Recorp the word “plant.” I
do not like to hear the word * plant” used in connection with
a hospital where people may die, and it may look like we were
planting them. .

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Accepting the suggestion of
the medical authority from the “empire” of Delaware, I
would be glad to change to any word he suggests——

Mr. LAYTON. Institution.

Mr., ANDREWS of Nebraska. Institution, and I will ask
the reporter to so record it. Let me invite your attention to this
paragraph of the Sweet bill, which is a reproduction and a slight
enlargement upon the provisions of the original war-risk act of
October 6, 1917 : .

Paragraph 6 of section 302 of the Sweet bill (Public, No. 104, 66th
Cong.) contains the following:

“{6) In addition to the compensation above provided, the injured
shall be furnished by the United States such reasonable governmental
medical, surgical, and hospital services, and with such supplles, inelud-
ing wheeled chairs, artificial limbs, trusses, and similar appliances as
the director may determine to be useful and reasonably necessary,
which wheeled chairs, artificial limbs, trusses, and similar appliances
may be procured by the Bureau of War Risk Insurance in such manner,
either by purchase or manufacture, as the director may determine to
be advantageous and reasonably neceBsary.”

The certifications thus made by the Director of the Bureau of War
Risk Insurapce impose upon the Government the duty of furnishing
adequate hospital facilities,

Mr. Chairman, let me ask the members of the committee to
pause for a moment and meditate upon that provision of law,

Three thousand dollars per

The frame building?

There is the foundation of the liability of the Government for
the work of hospitalization. Now, when your committee was
called upon by that communication from the Secretary of the
Treasury on December 5, 1919, to provide hospital facilities to
the extent of $85,000,000 we thought we had a tremendous
problem before us, and so we did. We have reviewed all the
facilities of Army posts and cantonments; we have reviewed
those services; and we have found that they were not properly
supplied with-the facilities to meet the permanent necessities
resulting from chronic cases. - Note for a moment: Out of that
641,000 cases of disability discharged from service, 155,000 ap-
plicants have been examined and found entitled to the benefits
of the service. One hundred and twelve thousand of that
155,000, having been analyzed carefully, show 15,000 seriously
affected with mental trouble, 15,000 and a little more with
tubercular troubles, and 81,000 cases of general disability.
There is our problem. The certifications are increasing at the
rate of 1,200 per month. We have assumed the liability., Un-
der the law we are obligated to meet that, and more than
that. We stop not to plead the law, but we stand in recogni-
tion of the fact that our first and imperative duty is to pro-
vide for the disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines to the best
possible advantage. [Applause.] Now, when these cases ap-
pear these certifications are made by the director, and we are
under, obligation to find the hospital facilities. Sixteen thou-
sand patients are now under the charge of the Public Health
Service alone. The State hospitals and private hospitals in
various communities are also used to the limit. Some pro-
vision is being made, however imperfect it may be now and
then, for all thus far., But here are chronic cases, here are
the general disabilities in the numbers I have indicated. How
are we providing for them? We must make that provision.

The sundry civil bill recently passed by the House aided your
committee very materially in the solution of its problem,
Forty-six million dollars was carried by that act to be distributed
at the discretion of the Director of the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance, and therefore the national home for soldiers came
more readily into service than any other institution we might
find, and the director now makes the distribution. In the use of
that fund he can utilize every Government facility for the care of
those men and thus avoid additional expense and the construc-
tion of buildings to meet the exigencies. There are 9,000 va-
cant places in those homes. We bring the boys to fill the places
and we may find that the space is then inadequate, and it will
be comparatively inexpensive to add new units to those institu-
tions and increase the hospital faeilities, the heating plant and
overhead charges already being provided for. With that fund
your committee can solve that part of its problem easily and
well and economically. DMoreover, we not only have thesa
tubercular cases and mental cases in the numbers I have indi-
cated, but I am sure that if each one of you will take those
figures and the report of the hearings and study them you will
find that a large number of chronic cases are there to be pro-
vided for during the lifetime of the men,

Mr. McKEOWN. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes. .

Mr, McKEOWN. I understood the gentleman to say that the
Government was now paying $3,000 a month rental for this
property. How many beds does that provide for at that rental?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. They have about 80 or 83
patients there now.

Mr. McKEOWN. How long is this contract made for?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. That contract ends as soon as
the bill passes. The Government takes the property. And if
we refuse to do that, then on the ecall of the individual who
owns the property. He has already called it.

Mr. McKEOWN. The contract was entered into for the pur-
pose of selling the property at the time?
Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. No, sir.
Treasury practically took charge of it. Not because the owner
of the property was hunting for a tenant; he had one. The
Government wanted the property and found it best adapted of
anything available and practically went in and took it. That
is the reason we are there. Let me call your attention to this
fact, that the Secretary of the Treasury—and his letter is in
the report—the Surgeon General, and the Committee on Public
Buildings and Grounds are unanimous in their indorsement of
this proposition and urge its acceptance as promptly as it can

be made.

Mr. RAKER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I will

Mr. RAKER. Practically all the facilities provided for the
disabled ex-service men are now occupied? Is that correct?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes, sir; and*we are crowded
and troubled at every meeting to find increased facilities, I am

The Secretary of the
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told that 500 of these soldiers are in St. Elizabeths. They and
their friends aré pleading that they may be removed to some
place where they will not be mingling with people from all con-
ditions and walks of life,

Mr. RAKER. The idea is to take these men cntirely away?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. By and by.

Mr. RAKER. The gentlemian thinks that ought to be done?

Alr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Yes; I certainly do.

Mr. RAKER. At what particular place now are they provid-
ing for the tuberculosis patients?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. They are scattered hither and
yon, and they can not be put together.

Mr. RAKER. At what particular point are they providing
for the temporary insane?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. As I say, there are 500 here.
Those at St. Elizabeths would come in from the ordinary hos-
pitals, or institutions, or any place else.

The appropriations made by the present Congress for the
disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines approximate $300,000,000
for compensation, vocational education, medical and hospital
care and treatment. The building of a few hospitals for chronic
cases is absolutely necessary.

Without taking the time to review in detail the hearings in
relation to individual plants, I may invite attention again to
the provision carried in the last sundry civil bill for an appro-
priation of $£46,000,000 to be placed under the control of the
Director of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance. That appropri-
ation and the methods of its use will aid the Committee on
Public Buildings and Grounds very materially in the solution
of their problems. It will furnish the method by means of
which all of the agencies now owned and controlled by the
Government suitible for hospital purposes can be used harmoni-
ously and in the line of practical economy. For instance, the
national homes for disabled soldiers of prior wars have at
this time about 9,000 beds that can be used to assist in caring
for the soldiers of the recent World War., Adjustments can be
made at this time whereby the soldiers of the World War may
have their quarters and suitable hospital provisions without
interfering with those who are already in the homes. If hos-
pital facilities at any one of those homes should not be ade-
quate for the enlarged demands placed upon it, it will be a
comparatively inexpensive and easy matter to ereet a building
or buildings to meet such needs. Thus the overhead charges can
be avoided and practical economy exercised with respect to
grounds and buildings as well as overhead charges. In other
words, the board of governors of the soldiers’ homes ean pro-
ceed with their management without interference, and the
I'ublic Health Service can be furnished space in which to prose-
cute its work without interference from other sources.

As the law makes the Director of the Bureau of War Risk
Insurance the responsible agent to ascertain who are entitled
to hospitalization, it follows naturally that he is the person to
make the distribution of the patients where institutions with
suitable accommodations can be furnished. As experience will
point the way, particular classes of cases can be segregated
wisely and a‘-;slgned where specialization can be properly given.

Two other distinet lines should be carefully studied to provide
for those who are suffering from mental troubles and those
who are afflicted with tuberculosis. The horrors resulting from
the poison gases and the terrible experiences of the war are
revealed in most forcible form in many of those ecases. From
the 15,000 already mentioned who are afflicted with tubercu-
losis there will be a considerable number of chronic cases. Of
the 15,000 afilictéd with mental troubles a considerable number
may never regain the power of reason. It is therefore very
evident that we must make suitable provision for those two
classes without delay. The duty is upon us. While financial
pressure is tremendous from every direction this demand stands
first and is imperative.

I am sure there is no division of opinion at this point.
not pursue it further at this time.

Your committee will submit very soon definite recommenda-
tions in regard to these cases.

The study of this question grows wil.‘h intensity as we come
in contact with the boys who have sacrificed even more than
life for their country. As we have mingled with a few of the
men in the hospitals that we have visited we have been deeply
impressed with the frightful horrors of war, But out of it all
there comes a refreshing suggestion in the thought that a kind
and overruling Providence has used this chastisement toward
the development of a stronger bond of union among the people
of the United States of America. The boys from the southland,
the northland, the eastland, and the westland, all together mak-
ing an American land, have united the people of America in
bonds of union, in fraternal ties, which we hope will never be

I will

broken. They bring our boys from all sections of the country
with oneness of purpose, and with a patriotic devotion to the
flag, the Constitution, and the Union which none can sever.

Mr. GARD. A parliamentary inquiry, Mr. Chairman,

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman will state it.

Mr. GARD. To ask what has been the amount of time con-
sumed by the gentleman from Kentucky?

The CHAIRMAN., The gentleman from Kentucky has con-
sumed altogether 25 minutes and has 5 minutes remaining. In
case there is any gentleman opposed to the bill, then that gen-
tleman will be recognized at the conclusion of 30 minutes.

Mr. LANGLEY. A parliamentary inquiry. If there is no
one that announces he is opposed to the bill
Mr. GARD. When the Speaker was in the chair he pro-
pounded the question, and I announced I was opposed to some
of the provisions in the bill, and I understood that the gentle-
man from Kentucky controlled one-half hour and that I should

control one-half hour.

Mr. LANGLEY. I do not think the Recorp will show that,
I merely withdrew the request.

Mr. GARD. That is my understanding of what the RREcorp
shows.

Mr. LANGLEY. I want to be right about it, of course.

The CHAIRMAN. The Chair will state the parliamentary
situation. Under the rule there was one hour of time, to be
equally divided between those in favor of and those opposed to
the bill. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unanimous con-
sent that he control 30 minutes of the time, and I think it also
included the request of the gentleman from Ohio.

Mr. LANGLEY. I also coupled with that request that the
gentleman from Texas [Mr. MaxNsrIeLp] control the other half,
and the point was raised that he was not opposed to the bill,
and I renewed that part of my request.

The CHAIRMAN. The whole point is that no agreement was
reached, but if the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GAarp] is opposed
to the bill, then, when the gentleman from Kentucky has ex-

“hausted his time, the gentleman from Ohio will be entitled to

recognition.

Mr. GARD. 1 so stated to the Speaker, and I understood the
time was allotted fo me.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky has five
minutes more at his disposal.

Mr. LANGLEY. I reserve that.

Mr. KINCHELOE. Will not the gentleman yleld one minute
more to the time of the gentleman from Nebraska?

Mr. LANGLEY. I can not do that.

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from
GArDp] desire to be recognized?

Mr. GARD. Yes; I claim recognition. I yield five minutes to
the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKrowx]. [Applause.]

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I am frank to say that when this bill was fifst read
from the Clerk’s desk I thought it was a bad policy to launch
upon. Since I have heard these gentlemen explain it and since
I have talked with a number of members of the committee, it
seems that this property is well situated and well adapted
for hospital purposes. But the thing I want to call attention
to is that this ought not to be a precedent. I have supported
legislation to take care of our wounded soldiers. I voted for
the Speedway Hospital at Chieago because I believed it was
modern, that it was up to date, that it was the best of its kind
in the country, and that is the kind of building I want the United
States Government to put its money into when it goes to build-
ing hospitals. And I do not want to set a precedent here of
buying old buildings or buying buildings that have been con-
structed that are not modern and not up to date, and will not
make suitable hospitals for the future years.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McKEOWN. I will.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. I will say that the Surgeon
General said to us that he could not construct more suitable
buildings for hospital purposes than these are now, and that is
the reason he took them. They are fireproof and modern.

Mr. McKEOWN. As I said at the outset, I am not complain-
ing about this particular building, because I do not know any-
thing about it, and I put my confidence in the good judgment
of this committee. But I do say it is not good policy to follow
up this plan of buying buildings that are not suitable for
hospital purposes, not saying that this is not suitable for those
purposes, but the policy of spending your money for anything
but the very best hospitals.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yleld at that point?

Mr. McKEOWN. 1 yield.

Mr. LANGLEY. I desire to assure the gentleman that
such is not the policy of the Committee on Public Buildings

Ohio [Mr.
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and Grounds. Tt is not intended to buy any unsuitable build-
ings.

" Mr. McKEOWN. I am glad to have the assurance of the
chairman of that committee. But, gentlemen, there is something
else T want to call your attention to. There seems to be a dispo-
sition to concentrate these hospitals all around Washington.

Now, gentlemen, here is what we find from our experience:
The soldier boy improves more guickly in the neighborhood of
his own State or in the vicinity of his home. I have had boys
that were brought down in North Carolina and in Georgia in
ithe hospitals write me that they would just as soon be dead
as to stay there, and we have had those boys transferred out
West, where they came from, and it was but a short fime
before they were out on the street walking, and they imme-
diately improved. I say it is mot right and it is not fair to
locate all the hospitals here in the city of Washington, in the
District of Columbia. ILet us scatter them throughout the
United States and put these boys nearer where their relatives
live. [Applause.]

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.
tleman yleld?

Mr. McKEOWN. Yes.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. This law provides—the act of
March 3, 1919—for the building of the hospital here, We have
left that stand as it is. The need is clearly defined. It is
clear that we need an institution here. The program of the
committee runs all the way from Oklahoma to California and
to the Atlantic coast. Now we have got Oklahoma in line,

Mr. McKEOWN. I am glad that the gentleman has not
overlooked that good State, because it has always been hooked
up hitherto with the State of Texas, or else they have gone out
farther West. If they have got to go to any Southwestern
State, Texas is all right; I have no fault to find with the Lone
Star State, but feel that Oklahoma is entitled to consideration.
Gentlemen, you will make a serious mistake if you permit all
the hospitals to be located here in the District of Columbia.
The patients ought to be sent out so that they will be within
reach of their relatives when they are being taken care of in
the hospitals. [Applause.]

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Okla-
homa has expired.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield five minutes to the gentle-
man from Texas [Mr, LANHAM].

Mr. LANHAM. Mr. Chairman, I wish to disclaim at the outset
any attitude of opposition to the spirit of this bill. . I rise rather
for the purpose of making an honest inguiry. I take it for
granted that we are all in sympathy with such proper efforts
as are being made to get suitable and adequate accommoda-
tions and hospital facilities for the wounded and disabled
soldiers, If further accommodations of this character be
needed here, in that same spirit we are willing to establish
them here.

Mr. MAcGREGOR. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, LANHAM. I have only five minutes. I should like to
ssmplete my statement before I yield.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman declines to yield.

Mr. LANHAM. I notice that the report of this committee
says:

This pro]perty consists of four new fireproof and two wood-frame
buildings, located on a very desirable site contalnl.n{ 113 acres of
ground, unusually well adapted to hospital m;gosea. t is estimated,
ag of June 10, 1919, that the buildings and other improvements were
worth $280,920. It appears that unimproved lots in that immediate
loeality have been selling recently at prices ranging from 75 cents to
$1.25 Eer square foot, It is also stated that these grounds contain
500,940 square feet. At the minimum ;;rice of 75 cents per square foot
the value of the land alone would be $3705,705. Deducting the value of
the improvements from the proposed purchase price the actual cost of
the land would be $170,080.

Now, adding those two sums, $289,920 and $375,705, for the
buildings and the grounds, respectively, we find that in the
opinion of the committee the property is worth $0665,625. In
other words, we are geting it here under this bill at a bargain
of $460,000, or approximately $200,000 less than its real worth.

Now, I do not mean to criticize the committee, nor do I mean
to criticize the assessor of property for taxes in the District,
but I took occasion to inquire of the assessor as to the value
of this property. It is assessed for taxes, as youn all know,
upon a two-thirds valuation. The full value, according to the
assessment of 1920, is $183,376, covering both the land and the
improvements. In other words, if the statement of the com-
mittee be correct as to the value of these buildings and this
ground, subtracting the full value as per the 1920 assessment
from the full value as estimated here we find a diserepancy
of $481,749.

Now, I say I have no disposition to criticize either the com-
mittee or the assessor, and I rise simply in order to ask for

Mr. Chairman, will the gen-

accurate information. We are living at a time when economy
is necessary. We are studying about it and preaching it
day and night, and very properly, because the taxpayers are
overburdened. We see a great deal in the newspapers of Wash-
ington to the effect that the people who reside in the District
of Columbia can not afford a substantial raise in their tax
rate. They are paying now very much less proportionately
than the people in the respective States. And yet, if the com-
mittee estimate be correct, the full value of this property, accord-
ing to the 1920 assessment for taxes, is very much less than
one-third of its actual value. It does seem to me that if the
committee is correct in its figures and if this case is indieative
of the general situation here the people of Washington are not
paying their proportionate part for the support of their Gov-
ernment, If the assessor is correct in his figures, then we are
paying an exorbitant priee for this property.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr., LANHAM. Yes.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. I think it should be stated in justice
to the owners of this property that their first price for the
sale of the property to the Government, as I recall it—and I
am sure I am correct—was $500,000, and then $475,000, and
finally they agreed to accept $460,000. In other words, the
owners of the property themselves have never asked $650,000

for it. The report says that property in that vicinity has been
sold recently at prices ranging from 75 cents to $1.25 per
square foof.

Mr. LANHAM. I will say for the information of the gentle-
man——

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired.

Mr. LANHAM. Can the gentleman give me more time?

Mr. GARID. Will the gentleman put in the Recorp the re-
spective assessed value of the land and the buildings?

Mr. LANHAM. T have that according to the report of 1918.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I yield to the gentleman two
minutes more.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Texas is recognized
for two minutes more.

Mr, LANHAM. The assessment for 1918 shows the improve-
ments assessed at $83,700 and the land assessed at $25127,
making a total of $108,827. That being two-thirds of the real
value, then the real value in accordance with the figures of the
assessor in 1918 was $162,041. Now, I have not the respective
anwounts assessed on improvements and lands for 1920, but the
full valuation for 1920 is $183,876, and, of course, taxes are paid
upon two-thirds of that.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Does the gentleman know whether the
properiy here is assessed for half its value? i

Mr. LANHAM. It is assessed presumably at two-thirds of
its value; but in this case, if the fizures of the commitiee be
correct, it is assessed for less than one-third of its value.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Does not the gentleman think the fact
that it was first used for a girls’ school, and in some measure
at least for a public institution, may have had some influence
upon the placing of the valuation on the property?

Mr, LANHAM. I can not say as to that; but I do know this,
that in 1910, 8 acres of this property, with the main frame build-
ing on it, sold for about $28,500.

Mr. GARD. Mr, Chairman, I ask to be admonished when I
have used 10 minutes of my time.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the committee, H. R. 13627
is founded on a bill approved March 3, 1919, to authorize the
Secretary of the Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorinm
facilities for discharged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors,
and marines.

I am sure every one here would wish to afford every possible
facility for the best possible care and treatment of all the dis-
abled and wounded soldiers of the Great War, and in saying
what I do about this bill I call attention to some of its provi-
sions rather for information than for the purpose of opposition,
so that we all may know just what the bill means,

The original law in section (e) provided that the sum of
$550,000 was authorized for the construction, on land owned
by the Government on a site to be selected by the Secretary,
of a hospital plant complete in the District of Columbia.
Now, what I have observed regarding this, as well as the mat-
ter we had up yesterday, is that we are facing a tendency to
expend great amounts of public money lightly and without
consideration.

The time is now here when public expenditures must be
looked after and considered in the light of their reason and
of their necessity. If they be reasonable and necessary, I am
sure there can be no objection. But here, under the guise of
building a hospital for $550,000 on land owned by the Gov-
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ernment, the committee now come in with a propesition to
amend that so as to provide for the purchase of outside land
in the Distriet of Columbia.

Mr. ELLIOTT. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. I ean not yield just at this time. It is proposed
to take with this land not facilities for hospital purposes but
facilities at their best for school purposes, and, of course, the
two are not at all consistent. What is sought to be done now
under the authorization of $5330,000 is to spend $460,000 for an
additional site, ground in the District of Columbia, and on
top of that the proposition is to spend $90,000 in addition,
to take up the full appropriation of $550,000, and then to take
from other authorizations in the bill, in section 5, $250,000,
and in section 6, paragraphs 1 and 2, $6,000 and $154,000, all
for these purposes, which together make up the sum of
$910,000.

I am not eriticizing any of the real estate transactions in this
case. I do not eare to comment upon. the report of the ap-
praiser or the assessor and on what you are proposing to pay
for the land, but I am commenting upon this proposition that
no sooner does Congress give an authorization for certain
purposes, such as affording a modern, up-to-date hospital at a
cost of $350,000 on Government-owned land for disabled and
sick soldiers of the late war, than the Treasury Department
comes in and wishes to expend an increased amount. We all
recognize what the departments do. There is a strife in every
department to make itself bigger, to get more things under iis
jurisdiction. So the Treasury Department now says that it
can not find any place im the District of Columbia where land
owned by the Government is a proper hospital site, and there-
fore we must buy new land, and that is what is proposed here.

Mr. LANGLEY. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Yes; I yield to the gentleman. ]

Mr. LANGLEY. I wish to state that the committee has for
several months been engaged in holding hearings having for
their primary purpose the cutting down of the expenditures and
estimates that were presented to us and urged by the Public
Health Service and the Secretary of the Treasury. If we had
followed these we would have asked for a much larger au-
thorization than this bill does. Furthernrore, the estimates of
the value of the property and the additional amounts required
are based upon the recommendation submitted to the committee
in detail by the department.

Mr. GARD. I do not dispute that the committee has been
endeavoring to cut down these appropriations.

Mr. LANGLEY. .A total of over $8,500,000 was asked.

Mr. GARD. But the first evidence of it is that they not only
do not cut down the appropriation, but they go outside and
recommend additional appropriations. Here is what we are
doing: Section 5 provides that the sum of $300,000 be appro-
priated for a contract with any existing hospital or sanatorium.
Out of that $300,000 we take $250,000 for this bill.

Section 6 provides for $150,000 for emergency needs of the
Public Health Service. We take $6,000 of that. It provides
$1,500,000 for emergency fund for the purchase of lands and
buildings. We take $154,000 of that for this purpose, going out-
side of that which Congress has heretofore authorized, because
when Congress appropriated $550,000 it was supposed that that
would erect here in the District of Columbia a splendid hospital
building, put up for hospital purposes. Instead of that we now
acquire for $460,000 an old schoolhouse building site, and on
_top of that we propose to expend nearly $500,000 in order to
get the thing in shape.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Will the gentleman yield for a question?

Mr. GARD. If I have the time I will,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Has the gentleman seen this “ old school-
house building site” ?

Mr. GARD. Yes; I have.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Your committee have been there and
examined it in detail.

Mr. GARD. Yes; I know that. I appreciate that you have,
and I do not refer to it in any offensive sense. I referred to
it as an old schoolhouse building site, and that is what it was,
because it belonged to this domestic-seience school.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. Will the gentleman state when
these buildings were built?

Mr. GARD. I do not know. My recollection is that I was up
there at one time when it was called the Mount Alto Inn, I
believe. My recollection is that there are three or four stone
buildings up there that look like they have been there a long
time. I do not know. They are not new buildings; they are
old buildings.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. They were built probably three or
four years ago.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. If the gentleman means that the site is
old, I think he is correct, but the buildings are not old.

- Mr. GARD. I will accept the judgument of -the gentleman
from Illinois.

Mr. MANSFIELD.

Mr, GARD. Yes.

Mr, MANSFIELD, I will state that the buildings are mod-
ern, fireproof, and that the partitions have already been rear-
ranged until they are absolutely suitable for hospital purposes,
I went all through them a week ago.

Mr. GARD. This is the point that I desire to call attention
to. We appropriated $550,000 in the act of March, 1919, a
year ago, for a most excellent purpose, and now we are asked
to advance that $550,000 close up to the one million dollar mark,
We are leaving our construction of the building on Government
property and buying new property and not doing as we were
instructed, constructing a new hospital, but revamping a school
building more or less old for hospital purposes.

AMr. BROOKS of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GARD. Yes.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. Will the gentleman tell us if the
United States has any Government-owned land in the District
of Columbia suitable for hospital purposes?

Mr. GARD. I do not know.

Mr. BROOKS of Illinois. The Government owns land down
by the navy yard and around the Mall, which is all low land.

Mr, GARD. I am not conversant with the fact, but of course
am willing to take the opinion of medical men. But this is not
confined to the District of Columbia. It provides for a hospital
plant in the District of Columbia or vicinity, In section (e),
which the gentleman has before him, the sum of $550,000 is
appropriated for the construction on land owned by the Govern-
ment of a hospital plant complete “ in the District of Columbia
or vicinity.”

Now, my objection, if it be an objection, and I would not have
it characterized as an objection if it hindered the bringing of
remedial eare to any soldier of the Great War, but what I
desgire to eall attention to the membership of the committee and
the House and of the country is that it seems to be the policy
of the administrative function of this Government to crowd in
everything they can; once getting the camel's nose under the
tent, there is no question of the amount they seek to claim.
That is what they are doing in this case. The appropriation of
$5560,000 is changed in its meaning and intent and purpose. We
leave all that now, buy new land, more land, which we possibly
do not need, more room to expend money, put up more buildings,
fix up the schoolhouse building, build it according to the latest
standard, and possibly tear down some, and all under the guise
of an appropriation which we now abandon and wholly change.

Ar. Chairman, I reserve the balance of my time, and I yield
five minutes to the gentleman from New York [Mr. GrirrFiN].

AMr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, I would like to correct the
impression which might possibly arise from the criticism of
the gentleman from Ohio, who has so kindly yielded me time.
In reference to his construction of the purpose of the bill, I
would like to assure the Members of the House, and the gen-
tleman from Ohio in particular, that it was never the inten-
tion of the committee in drafting this bill to give the Publie
Health Service any power to buy additional land other than
that which is acquired under this act.

The paragraph of the bill on page 2 provides that the sums
of $250,000, of $6,000, and of $154,000 appropriated under
section 5 of the act of March 3 are specifically limited to
the improvement of this particular tract of land. There
is no aunthority in this bill giving the Public Health Service
or the Secretary of the Treasury any power to buy land
outside,

Mr. GARD. It is the intention of the bill to give outside
of the $350,000 the sum of $250,000 and $6,000 and $154,000
for the hospital improvements at Mount Alto.

AMr. GRIFFIN. That is the purpose of the bill, but I think
the gentleman will admit that his comments would lead to a
misapprehension as to the purpose of the bill. The money must
be expended on these premises under the terms of the bill.

Mr., LAYTON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. LAYTON. Has the committee made any effort to secure
a proper site outside of the District of Columbia where land
can be had very much cheaper?

Mr. GRIFFIN. No: under the act of March 3 we were
specifically confined to Government-owned land.

Mr. LAYTON. I understood the gentleman from Ohio to
say that you were not.

Mr. GRIFFIN. The gentleman from Ohio is wrong if he
said that. Under section (e) of the act of March 3 the Public
Health Service is required to build a hospital within the Dis-
trict of Columbia on Government-owned land.

Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. LAYTON. 7Vill the gentleman allow me to read the | the surplus of the nitrate of soda then on hand in possession
provision? of the Government—100,000 tons—be loaned to the trust. I was

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes.

Mr. LAYTON (reading) z

{e) The sum of $550,000 is hereby authorized for the comstruction,
on land ow the Government, on a gite to be selected by the
Becretary of the , With the approval of the President, of a
hospital plant complete in the District Columbia or vicinity, "

Mr, GRIFFIN, The Secretary of the Treasury has con-
strued that to mean the District of Columbia, The term * vicin-
ity ” really gave no latitude, because the Government owns no
land in the vicinity that is not preempted for other purposes.
The search for a suitable site, however, embraced both the
District and vicinity. The Government-owned land, for in-
stance at Tacoma, was reserved and occupied for hospital pur-
poses by the War Department for the benefit of men in the
service, The Public Health Service can only extend its benefi-
cence to the discharged soldier,

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Did not the fact that these buildings are
ready for occupancy at once enter into the consideration?

Mr. GRIFFIN. Yes; they are occupied, and I will say that
that fact made this project appeal to us as a purely business
proposition. The Secretary of the could not secure
4 tract of land on which a hospital could be constrocted
in the District of Columbia or in the immediate vicinity, He
did find this tract of land upon which there were buildings
already erected which can be used for hospital purposes. He
acquired the property by lease and immediately put it into good
use. DBy this act of forethought he was able to give hospital
accommodation to discharged soldiers a full year ahead of the
time in which a complete hospital strueture could be erected.

Now, as to the price to be paid for the land and buildings.
This committee felt that it could not afford to assume any re-
sponsibility on that head and refused to dicker with the owner
as to price. We put it up to the Secretary of the Treasury to
arrange the terms of the deal and advise us of the result of his
negotiations, with his recommendations. His report, as con-
tained in his letter of March 23, 1920, to the chairman of our
committee, was couched in the following language:

And coneurring in the statements of the Surgeon General of March
23, hereto attach I have the honor to transmit herewith a pro
from the National Bchool of Domestic Art and Seclence _&Ine. to sell
to the Government their property now under lease to the United States
for the sum of §460,000, and to recommend that the legislation pro-
viding for a hospital within the District be so amended as to permit
the purchase mrﬂy and the further extension and improve-
ment of the a ons thereonm as may be necessary to meet the
needs of the Public Health Service for hospltal accommodations in the
District of Columbia. )

Res| 1y, D. F. HousToN, Becretary.

I wish to add further that his recommendation was based
upon no idle or hasty assumption. He had the architect of the
Public Health Service make a very careful and painstaking
appraisal and estimate of the cost of reproducing the structures
as they stood. His appraisal showed that it would cost $289,920
to reproduce the buildings and equipment as they stood,
into account all proper deductions for depreciation. This left
the demand for the land $170,080. Whether this is too high or
not I do not pretend to know. We purposely kept our hands
off that question, preferring to leave it to the diseretion and
judgment of the highest financial officer in our Government.
His estimate is good enough for me, and the fact that he thinks
it fair and reasonable entitles his recommendation to respect.
And I would not set up against his judgment the fact that the
property happened in 1918 to have been assessed for the amount
mentioned by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. Laxmax]. We
can all take judicial notice of the fact, I venture to say, that
real estate assessors in the District of Columbia have been
more than commonly indulgent fo landlords, much more so
than they have been either to their tenants or intending pur-
‘chiasers,

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to
extend my remarks in the RRECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection?

There was no objection.

Mr. LANGLEY. I yield five minutes to the gentleman from
Kaunsas [Mr. TINCHER].

Mr. TINCHER., Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the commit-
tee, I am somewhat impressed with the statements of the gen-
tleman from Ohio [Mr. Garp]. Of course, no one is going to
vote against this bill, because it provides for the purchase of a
hospital. The men in charge of the department have said that
we must have it for the use of the soldiers, and we will all vote
for it, but to the extent of these departments wedging in when
you give them a chance, I agree with the gentleman from Ohio,
1 do not believe that we have apy better example of that, or
ever will have, than what has recently happened here in the
city of Washington. In April the Secretary of War appeared
before the Committee on Military Affairs and recommended that

in the Committee on Agriculture at the time that happened,
when members from the Committee on Military Affairs came
into the Committee on Agriculture and asked us what we knew
about it, that being a product which is used in the manufacture
of fertilizer. The gentleman from New Jersey [Mr. HurcHIN-
S0X], & member of that committee, knew all about it. He said,
“You do not want to do that,” and he took his lead pencil and
fixed the resolution so that it was all right, because it provided
that the Government should sell the nitrate now, at a time when
the price for it is higher than it has ever been or ever will be
again. He sald, “* We either ought to reduce the price and sell
to the farmers at a reasonable rate, or, looking at it from a
commercial standpoint, sell it for what it is worth and put the
money into the Treasury.” The resolution provided that we
should not loan it but should sell it in lots of mnot less than
1 ton or more than 100 tons. What has the War Department
done? They have entered into a written agreement with the
trust, the three men, by which they have sold it to them osten-
sibly at a rate of $80 per ton, allowing them $890,000 for han-
dling it, but they have not sold it to them, because they have
bought it back next June, a year from this, for $80 a ton.
They are making the trust a present of $4,000,000 based on any
reasonable hypothesis as to what this nitrate will be worth at
that time. Every man knows that, and the department has
Just simply ignored the act of Congress and ignored our rights
to pass laws, has violated its obligations, if it has any, toward
the people, toward the Government, and is standing in with that
profiteering combination, and in my remarks I shall name them,
and in my remarks I shall print a copy of the confract and I
shall call upon the Department of Justice of the United States
to bring action to nullify the contract and prevent this fraud
on our Government. That contract was entered into on the
1ith day of this month, and it can still be stopped.

If the Department of Justice is against profiteering and
against the trust and for the people and for the Treasury, if the
things that department says are not idle words, then that ac-
tion will be brought. There is not a lawyer in this House who,

posal’| if thi8 would happen in his State and he held a prosecuting

office, would bring suit and stop that unfaithful officér, such as
the Secretary of War—this conscientious Secretary of ours,
He would stop him from absolutely doing what he wanted to
and what the law we passed says he shall not do. Some may
gay that it has nothing to do with profiteering. Let me tell you.
He has set the price of this product that goes into fertilizer,
for one year from now, at $80 a ton, a higher price than ever
was paid. He has fixed that price. That price fixing has only
one equal in history, and that is the price fixing by the Depart-
ment of Justice on sugar. It is in the interest of the profiteers,
against the people, against the Government, against the taxpay-
ers, and I call upon the Department of Justice, if there is one
jota of sincerity in the make-up of that department, to bring
action to prevent this nefarious fraud upon the people. I pro-
pose to put all of these documents into the Recorp. [Applause.]

The copy of the resolution passed by Congress is in the con-
tract. The three firms are Wessel Duval, 28 Broad Street, New
York; W. R. Grace & Co., New York; and J. H. Baker & Bro.,
New York.

These three firms get the 100,000 tons. Congressman HurcH-
ixson performed a good service for the farmer and his country,
The Secretary of War stood against him, and, with the three
companies having a monopoly on this product, they have nulli-
fled the law and acted for the profiteers. -

A copy of the contract follows:

[War-Ord—0-PM-13-146-a. Wessel Duval & Co. and United Btates of

America. Ordnance Department, United States Army. Contract for

the sale of nitrate of soda under Senate joint resolution No. 180, and

the replacement thereof. Dated May 10, 1020. BRHH: mch.]

This agreement, entered into this 10th day of May, 1920, by and
between Wessel Duval & Company, a cogartnershlp. having its general
office at No. 25 Broad Street, New York City, New York (hereinafter
called the contractor), party of the first part, and the United States
of America, acting through and represented by R. H. Hawkins, lieu-
tenant colonel, Ordnance artment, United States Army (hereinafter

the contracting officer), acting under the authority of the Bee-
retary of War and by direction of the Chief of Ordnance, United Btates
Army, of the second part,

Witnesseth : ;

Whereas the Congress of the United States has enacted and the
President has approved as of April 23, 1920, a Senate resolution No.
180, which provides:

“ Resolved Dy the Senate and House of Representatives of the United
States of America in Congress assembled, That in order to meet the
existin eme{gency in the shortage of fertilizers the Secretary of War
is hereby authorized to sell for cash at the grevm]ing market price, at
the -time of the sale thereof, to such distributors or users ther?of in
the United States as shall request the same and in such guantity to
each, not less than one ton nor more than one hundred tons to any
gurchxser as he shall see fit, not to exceed in the aggregate one hun-
red thousand tons of nitrate of soda mow held as a reserve supply of
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the War Department, the proceeds of such sale to be repaid to the
proper item of the current appropriations originally made for such
purposes : Provided, That the cretary of War shall report to Con-
gress pot later than December 8, 1920, the names of all purchasers of
said nitrate of soda, together with the prices for which sold.” -

Whereas by direction of the Secretary of War and through circular
advertisements for proposals, persons, firms, corporations were in-
vited to submit %ro;l)osa s for the sale to distributors and users prior
to October 1, 1920, in amounts not te exceed one hundred (100) tons
or less than one (1) ton, to any purchaser, a supply of nitrate of soda
Lelonging to the United States, not to exceed one hundred thousand
tons (of 2,000 1bs. per ton), and to replace the amount so sold sub-

nent to December 1, 1920, and prior to June 30, 1921; and

‘herens the lowest and best bids were submitted b{ Wessel Duval
and Company, W. R, Grace and Company, and H. J. Baker & Brothers,
as per copy of pro 1 dated Ha; 6, 1920, hereto attached and made
a %rt hereof, marked Exhibit “A"; and »

'hereas in accordance with said invitation and proposal an award
for the furnishing of the services and the delivery of the materials
has been made to Wessel Duval & Company, W, R. Grace & Campan{,
and H. J. Baker & Brother, as per copy of notice addressed to the said
bidders under date of Ma{ , 1920, mlny of which notice is hereto
attached and made a part hereof, marked Hxhibit * B.”

Now, therefore, under the laws of the United States in such cases
made and provided, and particularly under the provisions of the Senate
resolution herelnbefore recited, and In congideration of the mutual
agreements herein contained, the eaid parties have agreed as follows:

ArricLe I, The contractor agrees that it will, acting as agent for the
Tnited States, sell nitrate of soda for cash and dispose of the same
1iu-lor to October 1, 1920, at the ?rlces hereinafter specified, to such
distributors and users of nitrate of soda in the Unpited States as shall
request the same (selling, however, not less than one ton nor more than
one hundred tons to any purchaser). The contractor shall not sell
or dispose of any amount which, together with the amount to be
disposed of by W. R. Grace & Company and H., J. Baker & Brother,
ghall exceed an aggregate of one hundred thousand tons of nitrate of
soda. The contractor shall not be required to =ell and dispose of more
nitrate of soda than is requested b{ the respective distributors and
users who shall apply for or uest the delivery of nitrate of soda
within the meaning of Senate joint resolution No. 180, and within
the terms and meaning of this contract. The contractor shall sell
for cash, nitrate of soda at a sclling price of $88.90 per ton of 2,000
1be., f. 0. b. cars at warehouse, It is understood that the nitrate of
coda available for sale and d ition under the terms of the sald
Renate joint resolution is available as and when released by the office of
the Chief of Ordnance at the points mentioned below and in the
amounts enumerated below, although the amounts are stated without
exactness, but only in approximate figures. The said points and ap-
proximate amounts are as follows:

Founds.

N, R N g R e e e e s e 36, 252, 000
Brunswick, Georgia...__. 252 T, 356, 000
Hopewell, Virginia _ - -~ 114, 00, 000
PFernanding, Elorlda . - o et e e A 3, 828, 000
Galveston, Texas_._._ - 4,928, 000
Ja:rksonvii]c, Florida -~ 22,780,000
Little Rock, Arkansa 17, 000, 000
Mobile, Alabama______ - 11, 356, 000
Mt. Union, Pennsylvan = 6, 216, 000
YPensacola, Florida_,__ — 15, 616, 000
Tampa, Florida - . AU SR g EAERE 8, , 000

No warranty or representation is or shall be made as to the con-

dition or quality of the nitrate of soda to be sold to distributors or
users.

AnrticLE 1I. The contractor shall, in the first instance, assume and
pay all nemsarf cost for bagging, weitﬁhlng. reconditioning, shi?ping,
and similar incidental expense (including clerical work) of placin
pitrate of soda so sold on board cars at the respective points of presen
storage. It is estimated that the cost for bagging, weighing, recon-
d!!iunm{,'. shipping, ete., will be approximately L0033 per pound, but
this estimate shall be subject to modification by written notice from
the contracting officer as the estimate needs or requires modification
in the light of experience. The United States shall (by credit or pay-
ment as provided in Article VIIT hereof) reimburse the contractor for
the proper items of expemse for such bagging, weighing, recondition-
ing, shipping, etc., in the amount actuallf expended therefor, as deter-
mined by an audit and investigation, to be conducted on behalf of the
United gtntes. of the books, accounts, involces, and vouchers of the
contractor, and the contractor agrees to keep and preserve for such
audit all books, accounts, invoices, and vouchers necessary for the
proper determinacion of such cost.

.{HTICLK 11I. The United States shall pay to the contractor for its
services as agent in so selling and disposing of nitrate of soda a fee
or commisslion of 239 computed on the selling price f. o, b. cars at
warehouse. The price or sum of $88.90, mentioned in Article I, is
hereliy fixed as the price at which nitrate of soda shall be sold to the
ullstrifmtora and users until such time as the contractor shall be notified
in writing bg' the contracting officer that a different sum is to be
charged for nitrate of soda sold thereafter to distributors or users.

AnTicLe IV. Title to nitrate of soda so zold to distributors and users
shall pass upon loading f. o. b. cars at warehouse as evidenced by in-
voices, shipglng receipt, or bill of lading, and the guantity shall be
determined by the weights appearing on such invoices, bill of lading, or
shipping receipt.

AmrtIicLe V. The contractor

:grees that as a part of the consideration
to =ell and deliver to the Unit

States the United States agrees to buy,
receive, and pay for nitrate of soda of equal guality and nitrogen con-
tent in an amount equivalent to the nitrate of soda sold by the con-
tractor to users and distributors in accordance with the said Senate
resolution, to the end that all nitrate of soda =old prior to October 1,
1920, by the contractor shall be replaced by nifrate of soda of equal
quality and nitrogen content. The nitrate of soda so replaced shall be
delivered ex vessel or ex store at Mobile, Alabama, subsequent to Decem-
ber 1, 1920, and prior to June 30, 1921. The contractor shall pay and
assume all expenses, Including demurrage, accruing prior to delivery,
ex vessel or ex store. 'I'he said replacement nitrate of soda shall be
sacked in customary bags. . The United States shall pay to the con-
tractor as a just and falr compensation for such replacement nitrate
of soda, four dollars (£4.00) per bundred pounds, ex vessel or ex gtore,
Molifle, Alabama, and payment shall be made upon the usual Govern-
ment voucher for deliveries as made from time to time. : g
Ausicne VI. The contractor shall not be held responsible for delays
in delivery of replacement nitrate of soda in the event of the closing of

the Panama Canal by slides or otherwise, and the delivery time shall be
extended by a time equivalent to the number of days the DIPanama
Canal may be closed to navigation through the period extending from
November 15, 1920, to June 15, 1921, .

ArTICLE VII. The contractor shall require each person, firm, or cor-
poration applying for nitrate of soda to certify that the aggregate
amount of nitrate of soda requested, together wit
fore sold, to such person, firm, or corporation out of the United States
reserve stock does not exceed one handred tons,

ARTICLE VIII. The contrgetor shall submit a weekly report to the
Oflice of the Chief of Ordnance setting forth the pame and address of
each purchaser of nitrate of soda to whom nitrate of soda has been sold
under the provisions of this contract, together with the amonnt of
nitrate of soda so sold and the price at which sold, and the designation
of the point from which shipment or delivery was made.

The contractor shall make payment to such officer or agent as the
Chief of Ordnance or as the contracting officer shall designate in writ-
ing on or before the twentieth day of each month and in funds accept-
able to the United States at Washington, D. C., for the amount of
nitrate of soda sold during the preceding month,  Such payment shall
be at the rate of four dollars ($4.00) per hundred pounds of nitrate of
soda_sold, and payment shall be made to the order of the Treasurer of
the United States for deposit to the credit of the appropriation des-
jgnated * Armament of fortifications ‘'C'," no year. As soon as pric-
ticable after October 1, 1920, the contractor. shall make a complete
detailed report of all expenses incidental to the sale of the nitrate of
soda for bagging, welghing, reconditioning, shipping, and similar items
referred to in Article II of this ugreemeni. and if the amount of such
items or expenditores shall be less than the amount retained by the
contractor (exclusive of the fee or profit of 23%) the contractor shall
refund and repay to the United States the amount of such excess in
funds acceptable as aforesaid and lpa yable as aforesald, and in the event
that the amount actually expended for said items (?lus the fee or profit
of 239:) 1s in excess of the said retained amount, the United States
will pay to the eontractor the amount of such excess.

ARTICLE 1X. The contractor shall give a proper surety bond condi-
tioned upon the full and faithful performance by the contractor of
all of the terms and conditions upon its part to be kept and performed
under the terms of this contract, and conditioned gar cularly upon the
payment to the United States of the proceeds of the eale of nitrate
of soda, and further conditioned l;Rzrth’:a.llm'l,\r upon the replacement of
the nitrate of soda. The bond 11 be in guch form and with such
sureties as shall be approved by the contracting officer, and shall be
in the penal sum of fifty thousand dollars ($50,000.00). The contractor
may, with the approval of the contracting officer, deposit so-called
Liberty bonds Issued by the United States in par or face value of
f&o 000.00, and these bonds shall remain as a pledge or seeuri_tiv for the
aithful performance by the contractor, and such Liberty bonds, if
deposited, shall be taken and considered in lHeu. of surety upon said
performance bond, and such Liberty bonds shall be returned to the
contractor upon the contracting officer’s certificate In writing that the
contractor has performed the terms and conditions of this contract.

+  Anmicri X. No Member of or Delegate to Congress, or Resldent Commis-

sioner, is or shall be admitted to any share or part of this contract, or
to any benefit that may arise therefrom; but this article shall not
apply to this contract so far as it may be within the operation or
excepiiong of section 116 of the act of Congress approved March 4,
1909 (30 Stats., 1109).

ARTICLE XI. Neither this contract, nor any interest herein, shall be
transferred by the contractor to any other party, except to the extent
permitted by section 8477, United States Revised Statutes. .

ARTICLE ’,\,II. Except as herein otherwise ecifically provided, any
doubts or disputes which may arise under this contract or as to its
performance or nonperformance shall be referred to the Chief of Ord-
nance for determination. If the contractor shall feel aggrieved at his
decision, it shall have the right to appeal to the BSecretary of War,
whose decision shall be final,

AnrTicLE XIII. The members of the copartnership of Wesasel, Duval
& Company are George L. Duval, Teodosio F, Bridge, Robert Jaffrey,
Guillerino E. Purcell, Harry L. Wessel, Thomas Peake, Paul W. Alex-
ander, Edmundo Eastman, Anson MecLoud, Pedro M. Wessel, Elizabeth
F. Parker. This contract shall, however, bind and benefit the present
firm and Its successors regardless of any change in the membership
thereof, a8 well as the Individual members of said firm and their lega
representatives and assigns.

AnrTicLE XIV. Whenever in this contract the words hereinafter
enumerated are used, they shall mean what is set opposite them :

Contractor : The party of the first part and its legal representatives,
successors, and assigns,

Chief of Ordnance: The Chief of Ordnance, the Acting Chief of Ord-
nance, or any duly authorized representative of either.

Contracting Officer : The officer in whose name this contract is ex-
ecuted, his successor or successors, his or their duly authorized agent
or agents, and any one from time to time designated by the Chief of
Ordnance to act as contracting officer.

In witness whereof, the parties hereto have caused this contract
to be executed in quadruplicate, and the firm of Wessel, Duval & Com-
pany has caused this to be executed by a member of the firm duly au-
thorized, and the United States has caused this contract to be ex-
ecuted by its contracting officer, the day and year first above written.

Signatures :

WEeSSEL, DUVAL & COMPANY,
y » Member of Firm,
UNITED BTATES OF AMERICA,

R. H, HAWKINS,
- Lt. Col. Ord. Dept., U. 8, A., Contracting Officer.
Witnesses :

ExuIBIT A,
NeEw Yorxk, May 6, 1920.
Commaxpixe OFFICER,

Ammunition Division, Ordnance Department,
Room 6-300, Building B, Bizth and B Streets NW.,

Washington, D. C.

Attention Col. J. H. Pelot.

DEAr Smm: The undersigned offer to act severally as agents of the
United States to distribute for its account not to exceed 100,000 tons,
or any part thereof, of nitrate of soda to which refercnce is made in
cireular advertisement and proposal published by you as of May 1,

1920, under the following terms and conditions.

the amount thereto-,
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We will endeavor to dispose of the entire guantity of 100,000 tons,
but assume no obligation to distribute all or any part thereof, nor
responsibility for Inability to sell at the price and terms fixed by the
United States.

The nitrate of soda distributed by ns is to be sold at n price to be
published by the War Department; in fixing the selling price it Is un-
derstood the department proposes to take the cost of replacement as
hereinafter named by us and add thereto tlie cost to the Government
for bagging, reconditioning, shipping, and contingent expenses, amount-
ing to 33 cents per pound plus the successful bidder’s commission as
agent. It is understood that sales are to be made to distributors and
users desiring same prior to October 1, 1920, in amounts not to exceed
100 tons, or less than 1 ton to any purchaser, The title to nitrate
ghall pass on loading as evideoced by bill of lading, and the Goyern-
ment selling price to be basis f. o. b, cars. The Government is to
allow the successful bidded 33 cents per pound on all nitrate sold to
cover cost of welghing, bagging, reconditioning, ete,, but any cost in
excess of this amount is to be absorbed by the agent. :

We are to receive a commission of 2} per cent on all nitrate of
goda sold by us hereunder. As a part of our understanding we offer
to replace ton for ton of nitrate of soda of equal quality and nitrogen
content, any nitrate so sold and distributed bf us individually ; in
other words, replacement is to be made by us Individually and sepa-
rately, in proportion, quality and quantity equal to the amount sold
and distributed for the Government by each of us. Replacement is
to be made at $4 per hundred pounds, ex-vessel or ex-store, Mobile,
Ala., subsequent to December 1, 1920, and prior to June 30, 1921,
In the event of the closing of the Panama Canal by slides or otherwise
the delivery time to be extended for a time equal to the number of days
canal is closed to navigation.

Yery truly, yours, W. R. Gracr,
By ———

H. J. Baxee &'Bm..

WessEL Duvar & Co.,

By

Exnisit B,
Messrs,. Wessen, Duvan & Co.,
H. J. BAKER & Bro.,
W. R. Grace & Co.,
New York City,
Subject : Ordnance proposal 13-13, nitrate of soda.

GENTLEMEN : 1. I am directed by the chief of manufacture to adyise
you that ordnance grol?oaa! 13-13, known as agency pro 1 for the
sale and replicement of not more than 100,000 tons of aubgect material,
was opened at the hour advertised, and it has been tentatively decided
to mame you to act severally as agents of the United States, to dis-
tribnte for its account the said amount of nitrate of soda, conditioned
on the approval of the action taken by this division of the advisory
purchase board of the Ordmance Department.

2, It is further understood that the amount of 33 cents per pound is
a handling cost, used solely for the purpose of arriving at a sellin
price to be pubfishcd by the War Department. If the actual cost o
weighing, reconditioning, loading, and contingent expenses at any point
is less than 33 cents per pound, the Government is to receive the benefit
of any saving effected at such point; on the other hand, if said costs ex-
ceed the figure, then the Government will absorb same.

3. Should a contract be placed with you severally, paragraph 8 of
your letter of May 6 Is to be incorporated In same and fo form a part
of sald contract, .

4. This letter is not to be construed as authority to proceed as
agents, and Iyou are advised that any expense to which ﬂ\;ou may go

rlor to receipt of a contract from the contract section of the Ordnance
partment is to be at your own risk.

Respectfully,
; (Bigned) J. H. PrLOT, i
Colonel, Ordnance Department, Uniled States imy.
Chief Ammunition Division,
By J. H. HuNTER,
© Major, Ordnance Department, United States Army,
Chief Explosives Section,

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read the bill for amend-
ment.

The Clerk read as follows:.

Be it enacted, etc., That paragraph (e) of section 7 of the act ap-
govﬁl March 3, 1919, entitled ““An act to authorize the Secretary of

e Treasury to provide hospital and sanatorium facilities for dis-
charged sick and disabled soldiers, sailors, and marines,” is hereby
amended to read as follows :

“{e) The sum of.$550,000 is hereby authorized for the purchase of
the land and bui!uings of the National School of Domestic Arts and
Bcience, located at 2650 Wisconsin Avenue, in the District of Columbla,
now under lease to the United States Government as a hospital, and
for the construction of such additions and improvements t eroto as
may be necessary to suitably adapt them to the needs and purposes
of the Public Health Serviee: Provided, That the purchase price of
#aid land and buildings shall not exceed $460,000: Provided further
That in addition to the $550,000 hereby authorized, the sum of 3250.006
from the amount a‘fpropriated bg section 5 of the act hereby amended
and of $6,000 and of $154,000 from the amounts appropriated by
section 6, paragraphs 1 and 2, respectively, of eaid act, are hereby
made available for the above-mentioned purposes and shall remain
available until expended.” i

Mr, ELLIOTT. Mr. Chairman, I move to sirike out the last
word, I am a member of the Committee on Public Buildings
and Grounds, which has had the handling of this bill. I am not
in favor of loeating all of the public institutions of this country
within the District of Columbia, but this institution is one that
will have to be located in the District because it is needed here
and has nothing whatever to do with the hospitals that we will
have to build in other parts of the country to take care of the
soldiers of the late war. {

I am unacquainted with the value of real estate in the Dis-
trict of Columbia. I have ar idea, however, that this land is
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being sold to the Government for all it is worth. Notwithstand-
ing that fact, I believe it is about as good a proposition as we
can get for a hospital in the District. The Secretary of the
Treasury looked all over the District and said that he could not
find any land owned by the Government which was suitable as
a site for a hospital for these soldiers. He found this proposi-
tion and recommended that it was the best that he could do.

Mr. NOLAN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes,

Mr. NOLAN. Some time ago—a couple of years ago—we
bought a considerable lot of land out there close to the Walter
Reed Hospital for hospital purposes.
could enter into some arrangement with the War Department,
that has control of that property, to get enough of it to locate
this hospital upon it. -

Mr. ELLIOTT. In answer to the gentleman from California
I will say this: Whenever you start to encroach on any bureau
or depariment of this Government you have a fight on your
hands. The Secretary of the Treasury had the right to utilize
any property inside of the District of Columbia that he could
get hold of for the use of this hospital, and he comes back and
reports to this committee that he can find no Government-
owned land that is suitable for it. I do not know whether he
tells tihe truth or not, but I presume that that is his judgment
upon it.

Mr, NOLAN. If anybody goes out to the Walter Reed Hos-
pital and goes over that land, sizes up the situation, then he
knows that we have got to get rid of a lot of those shacks that
we builg during the war, and also that we have hundreds of
acres of land out there available for hospital purposes, .

And if it is a question of going into this thing as between
department and department and bureau and bureau, then we
ought to have something to say when it comes to a matter of
almost a million dollars.

Mr. ELLIOTT. I agree with the gentleman from California
that we ought to get these departments by the ears and ecraclc
their heads together [laughter], but we have not time to do it
with this proposition. This hospital is needed for the care of
these boys, and needed at once, and it is ideally located, and
the buildings are now being used for hospital purposes and it
can be easlly enlarged to make it an ideal hospital.

Mr. LANGLEY. I was just going to call attention to the
fact that in cennection with the difficulty of attempting to in-
trench upon the jurisdiction of different departments the gentle-
man will recall that Secretary Baker was before our com-
mittee and his attention was called to the faect that there were
several unoccupied Army posts, and we endeavored to get per-
mission from him, or rather from his department, to use
some of them for these disabled soldiers, and we were unable
to make any progress with him except to get a revokable permif,
and that on the condition that no tubercular patients should be
put in there.

AMr. ELLIOTT. That is right. -

Mr. LANGLEY. That is one of the difficulties we have en-
countered in reference to this question.

Mr. ELLIOTT. We have run up against all sorts of diffi-
culties in the handling of this hospital proposition. We had the
Secretary of War before the committee—— g

Mr. LANGLEY. Two or three times.

Mr. ELLIOTT. And we tried to get him to consent to the
use of two abandoned Army posts, Fort McKenzie and Fort
Meade, two posts which cost this GGovermment millions of dol-
lars to build and are located in such plsces that the surround-
ings are healthy, with a vast amount of {and surrounding them
for grazing purposes, and all we couw”j§ get out of him was
this, that under this new Army reorganization bill all of this
space will have to be utilized to take care of the soldiers that
we would have under this new Army reorganization, and the
only thing they could do would be to give to the Public Health
Service a revokable permit to use this. In other words, it ia
a permit that they could take away from them the next day
after they got started, And I want to say those two Army posts
have been lying vacant for years with nobody there looking
after them except a few soldiers as caretakers. But that has
nothing to do with this proposition. We need this hospital
in the District, and need it right here, and it is as good a site
as there is in the District of Columbia, so far as I know.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Will the gentleman yield for a ques-
tion?

Mr. ELLIOTT. Yes. .

Mr. MANN of Illinois. Did the gentleman's committee havg
this property appraised as to its value? '

Mr. ELLIOTT. It did not; not that T know of,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of tle zentleman has expired.

Is it not possible that we -
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Mr. ELLIOTT. I ask for two more minutes.

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. If the gentleman will permit,
that point was laid with the Secretary of the Treasury as the
executive officer to make the negotiations in regard to the pur-
chase of the property, and upon his recommendation, as stated
in the communication here, your committee based its action
after ascertaining that this was the most economical proposi-
tion in sight.

Mr, MANN of Illinois. That does not control, of course.

Mr, ANDREWS of Nebraska. I understand.

Mr, MANN of Illinois. The statement is made here that the
appraised value of their property is less than $200,000. Of
.course, any investigation made by the Secretary of the Treasury
was made by the Public Health Service, and unless they got
some experts I have my doubt as to their special qualifications
!for judging the value of the property, and I inquire whether
there was any actual valuation made of this property by any-
body who knew the value of the property?

Mr, ELLIOTT. The question of what the property was as-
sessed at for taxation cuts very little figure in regard to its
actual value. I have a piece of property of my own that was
assessed at $3,500, and I have refused $7,000 for it.

Mr. MANN of Illinois. I know; but the gentleman knows the
value of his property.

Mr., ELLIOTT, And all the property right in the neighbor-
hood was assessed the same way, but that does not control as to
value. I do not know whether this property is worth this much,
and I do not pretend to know.

AMr. MANN of Illinois. The gentleman does not know, and I
think we are entitled to know something as to whether some-
body who does know the value of the property has made the ap-
praisement of its value.

Mr. ELLIOTT. They have not, as far as I know.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman has again ex-
ipired:

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the
‘last two words in order to get the floor. I do this for the pur-
{pose of getting some information, if possible, from the gentle-
‘man from Kansas [Mr. Tincuge]. I remember when this
i'n!tmte bill was before the House on April 10 there was in-
‘sistence made by a number of us, including the gentleman
from Delaware [Mr. Layron], the gentleman from South Caro-
ina [Mr. Byr~es], the gentleman from Mississippi [Mr. Quix],
and others, to put into that bill certain safeguards that would
protect the individual farmer in getting this nitrate in small
gquantities at a reasonable price. If the gentleman from Kan-
'sas who brings this eriticism against the War Department will
?say that such a contract has been entered into right in the
‘teeth of the legislation passed by this House, why I would join
,with the gentleman in the criticism ; but I would like to know
whether the gentleman from Kansas can advise the House
{whether there is any farmer who has ever applied to the War
Department for any nitrate under the provisions of this act
whose request was turned down and refused?

Mr. TINCHER. Yes, sir; a Member of Congress, one of my
|eolleagues, wrote a letter May the 6th trying to buy the limit
tof 100 tons of nitrate from the department, and the depart-
[ment did not answer the letter until the 11th, and answered

Mr. BLANTON. Well, I can understand——

Mr. TINCHER. That is one case I know of.

Mr. BLANTON. I can understand why the Secretary of War
,turned down the request of a Member of Congress to buy 100
'tons of nitrate from the Government, because a Member of
Congress did not have any right to do it. We can not take

'advantage of legislation that we pass here ourselves, and we
.ought not to try to do it——

*  Mr. TINCHER. The gentleman asked——

. Mr. BLANTON. I want to ask if the farmers over the coun-
try, for whose benefit we passed that legislation—have they
‘ever made any application to buy a ton or more and been turned
'down by the War Department?

Mr. TINCHER. Well, the gentleman knows I have been
,here, and I have not been with the farmers; but I do know gen-
"tlemen insisted on this safeguard in respect to buying the small
amount of 1 ton and that there could not be over 100 tons
sold to any one man.

Three companies or three disbursers have bought 100,000 tons
of it, and they got a contract, and I have a copy of the contract
that the Government should take it back.

Mr. BLANTON. I hope the distinguished gentleman from
Kansas, who is a member of the Agricultural Committee, which

stands here as a protector of the farmers' interests of this
country, will take some steps through his party, which has
charge of the legislation of this country at this time, to stop
such an unlawful contract, if such a one exists,

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman has expired.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask unanimous consent
for two minutes more.

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, I ask that the gentleman’s
time be extended five minutes.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Delaware asks unani-
mous consent that the gentleman from Texas be permitted to
proceed for five more minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Chairman, I am not going to object, but
I want to finish this bill as soon as we can. A member of the
committee wants to talk for a few minutes, and I want to ask
unanimous consent to close debate on this paragraph in 10
minutes, 5 of it to be consumed by the gentleman from Texas.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky prefers a
unanimous-consent request that the debate on this paragraph
close in 10 minutes.

Mr. LANGLEY. And amendments thereto, five of which
shall be used by the gentleman from Texas [Mr, Braxtox] and
five by the gentleman from Texas [Mr. MANSFIELD].

Mr. McKEOWN. Reserving the right to object, does that cut
off debate on any additional amendment?

The CHATIRMAN. The Chair will state that it will not cut
off offering an amendment, but it will cut off further debate.

Mr. McKEOWN. I have an amendment to offer to the para-
graph, and I would like to have two or three minutes to explain
it. I do not care to take up the time of the committee at all,

Mr. LANGLEY, I will modify that and make it 15 minutes.

Mr. CROWTHER. Make it 25 minutes.

Mr. LANGLEY. I will make it 20 minuntes, then.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that the debate on this paragraph and all amend-
ments thereto close in 20 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. CROWTHER. I object.

Mr. LANGLEY. If the gentleman insists upon being heard,
I will make it 25 minutes. I will amend the request.

The CHATRMAN. The gentleman from Kentucky asks unani-
mous consent that all debate on this paragraph and amend-
ments thereto close in 25 minutes. Is there objection?

Mr. LANGLEY. The time to be controlled by the Chair.

The CHAIRMAN., The Chair hears no objection,

Mr. BLANTON. Mr. Chairman, just a moment. I promised
first to yield to the gentleman from Kansas [Mr. TincHER] and
then to the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. LayTon].

Mr, TINCHER. The gentleman hopes that as a member of
the Agricultural Committee I will try to remedy this wrong. I

want to call the gentleman’s attention to this, that we have the’

law, and I am a little out of the practice of law, but I would
give anything if I could step into the Department of Justice, as
crude as I am, and bring an action against the Secretary of War

for violating the law, squandering the people's money, and en-

couraging the profiteers.
Mr. BLANTON, The gentleman can go into the courts as a
citizen of this country and ask that any department be enjoined

from making an illegal contract—restrain the carrying out of an'

unlawful contract.

Mr. LAYTON. Now, there are some of us that stood here in
the interests of agriculture, ind the gentleman from Texas [Mr.
Braxrtox] is one of them.

Mr. BLANTON, I mentioned that a moment ago. I men-
tioned that the gentleman from Delaware [Mr. Layron], and

the gentleman from South Carolina [Mr. Byr~xes], and the gen-'
tleman from Mississippi [Mr. Quix], and several others, sought
to protect the farmers with this measure when it was before the’

House.

Mr. LAYTON. We sat here to proteet the farmer at a time
when production was being lessened, and when we were all in-
terested in increasing production, for the reason that everybody
knows. But I want to ask the gentleman this question, namely :
Why is it that he eternally and constantly blames the Republi-
can side of this House when we pass laws and when the admin-
istration here will not execute the laws, but stands silent and
allows the laws to be absolutely nullified?

Mr. BLANTON, I will answer the gentleman. I said a mo-
ment ago that if the Secretary of War has disobeyed the man-
date of Congress with respect to this nitrate bill and has made
this unlawful contract he ought to be condemned for it, and if
such were the fact that I would join in the eriticism. But in
answering the other part of the question of the gentleman from
Delaware, I am not in favor of the Congress continually * pass-
ing the buck.” Whenever there is a question that involves our
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action, whereby we can protect the people's rights by proper ac-
tion, I do not believe we ought to sit here like a bunch of ninnies
and not do our duty and eriticize somebody else,

Mr. LAYTON. Just a moment. I do not understand the
logic by which you assume that this body here has got both
legislative power and executive power.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, we could have put some directory pro-
visions in that bill.

Mr. LAYTON. We put every directory provision in it that
we thought necessary.

Mr. BLANTON. There were one or two proposals that were-

not looked upon with favor.

Mr. TINCHER. We did not * pass the buck ™ this time.

Mr, MANSFIELD. Mr. Chairman and gentlemen of the com-
mittee, I have not had occasion recently to make any investi-
gation of fertilizers, but I have had some occasion to look into
this question of hospitals, which our wounded and diseased
soldiers are now very much in need of. The buildings that are
proposed to be purchased by this bill are located upon the
highest point in the city of Washington, a place that the Sur-
geon General of the Public Health Service informed the com-
mittee was an ideal spot in point of public health for the
location of such an institution. It would be a crime for this
Congress to locate hospitals for the care of our sick soldiers
and put them down here upon the swamps simply because the
Government now owns the land there.

Mr. HUDSPETH. Will the gentleman yield there?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly.

Mr. HUDSPETH. I agree with my colleague this hospital
ought to be established, but I want to ask him if there is any
special reason why it should be established here in the Dis-
‘triet of Columbia, where the land costs an excessive price, it
seems to me?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I will state to the gentleman that the
price contemplated by this bill includes five first-class stone
buildings, already completed, now occupied, and soon will be
open for several hundred more patients—buildings that were
erected before the war-time prices prevailed, I doubt seriously
if you can construect buildings such as these to-day, under the
prices of material and the cost of labor that now prevail in this
city and around here, for the money that is provided for in this
‘bill, even on land owned by the Government.

Mr. GRIFFIN, Mr, Chairman, will the gentleman yield for
a suggestion?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly.

AMr. GRIFFIN. The reason why the proposed hospital is to
be in the District of Columbia is due to the fact that Congress
has already directed the placing of it there under the act of
March 3, 1919.

Mr. LANGLEY. Yes; and the money can not be expended
anywhere else under that act.

Mr. MURPHY. DMr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Yes.

Mr. MURPHY. Are these stone buildings constructed in
accordance with the latest developed ideas with reference to
taking care of tubercular patients?

Mr, MANSFIELD. It is not to be a tubercular hospital, but
these buildings have the approval of every physician connected
with the Public Health Service. I can only take their word.
I think perhaps they know more about it than I do or than any
other layman does. The surgeons of the Public Health Service
and every physician connected with that service, including Col.
Rucker, the public-health adviser connected with the War Risk
Insurance Bureau, approve of this as an ideal group of build-
ings and an ideal location for the purpose. They are all ar-
ranged with proper accommodations, and the construction is
fireproof, and these buildings are absolutely suitable for hos-
pital purposes.

Mr. LAYTON. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. Certainly.

Mr. LAYTON. I am not oppoesed, of course, to this measure,
but did the committee as a matter of fact look outside of the
city of Washingotn, where prices are very high, to find a site
for this hospital?

Mr. LANGLEY, The law confines it to the District of
Columbia.

Mr. LAYTON. Is that the law? If so, I did not read it
correctly., It says “in the District of Columbia or vicinity.”
Now, “in the vieinity” of the District of Columbia is not
necessarily in the city of Washington.

Mr. GRIFFIN. Mr. Chairman, will the gentleman yield?

Mr. MANSFIELD. I do.

Mr. GRIFFIN. If the gentleman will permit for a moment,
in answer to the gentleman's question, the burden was not on

the committee to look for a hospital site in the District of
Columbia or vicinity., That burden was placed upon the See-
retary of the Treasury, and it was only on his announcement to
the effect that he was unable to find a site in the District of
Columbia or the vicinity that we assented to this proposal. The
burden was on the Secretary of the Treasury under the act of
March 3, 1919.

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the gentleman from Texas
has expired. ‘

Mr. McKEOWN. Mr. Chairman, I have offered an amend-
ment, -

The CHAIRMAN, The Clerk will report the amendment
offered by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKrown].

The Clerk read as follows:

Amendment offered by Mr. McKreowy: Page 2, line 14, after the
word *“ expended,” insert “And provided further, That said buildings
shall be appraised by the Secretary of the Treasury, and the price
to be paid shall not exceed the appraised value of the buildings plus
$175,000 for the land.”

Mr. McKEOWN, Mr. Chairman- and gentleman, I do not
know whether this amendment would do any good or not. The
value of this land as fixed by the report of the committee is
about $175,000, if I recall the report correctly. I understand
the report says that we will be able to get this land at a value
not to exceed $175,000;

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Mr., Chairman, will the gentle-

man yield?

The CHAIRMAN. Does the gentleman from Oklohama }'ield:

to the gentleman from Nebraska?

Mr. McKEOWN, Yes.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Referring to the amendment,
let me call attention to this fact, that an option was offered for
30 days from the time it was given—which was passed some
time ago—and at the request of the Assistant Secretary the
owners of the property made another stipulation, that time
should be given to make the appropriation—a reasonable
limit—and if that was not done it should be understood that
the owner would withdraw the offer to sell at $460,000. Now,
the result of this amendment will be that if it is adopted the
option by the owners of the property to the Government will
be set aside andnwe lose the chance of getting the hospitak

Mr, McKEOWN, I just yielded to the gentleman for a
question,

I take it that property in the District of Columbia is now
at the highest price that it will be for years to come. Right
now everything is at the pinnacle. It is as high as it can
possibly be, You have a limitation in here that the purchase
price shall not exceed $460,000. I am simply trying to safe-
guard it and place on it a further limitation, that the buildings
shall be appraised by the Treasury Department, which ean be
done by the Supervising Architect of that department; to
appraise the value of the buildings as they are now and $170,000
for the land, and that ought to be all that that property is
worth,

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. TLet me say that the depart-
ment did the very thing that the gentleman is now suggesting.
The committee not being in a position to go and negotiate with
real estate men, that being a function belonging to the executive
branch of the service, we left it with the Secretary of the
Treasury, who did the very thing that the gentleman is now
suggesting.

Mr. McKEOWN. I understood one of the members of the
committeee, in answer to the question of the gentleman from
Illinois [Mr. Max~], to state that they had not had this property
appraised.

‘Mr. LANGLEY. We did not feel that it was in the province
of the committee under the peculiar conditions existing to take
that step.

Mr. McKEOWN. How does the Secretary of the Treasury
arrive at the value of this property?

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. Just exactly as he does in
determining upon a site for a public building anywhere. An
appropriation may be made for $5,000 or $10,000 or $300,000,
and the Secretary goes and determines the value.

The CHAIRMAN, The time of the gentleman from Okla-
lhoma has expired. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. McKeown].

The question being taken, on a divigion (demanded by Mr,
McKrowxn) there were—ayes 13, noes 21.

Accordingly the amendment was rejected.

Mr, CROWTHER, Mr. Chairman, first I wish to say that I
am heartily in favor of this bill and in favor of anything for
the relief of the boys who bore the burden of the war. After
the boys came back one of the saddest sights was to see those
out here at St. Elizabeths, just gazing off into vacancy. Those
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who have seen them realize that they paid a greater price, as
did their fathers and mothers, than those who lost their lives
on the other side,

In regard to the nitrate situation, I want to say that after
the bill was passed by the Senate and House and signed by the
President I tried very hard to get 20 tons of nitrate from the
storage warehouse in Schenectady, my home town, for the use
of the farmers in my disirict. I went down to the War De-
partment and was sent to a Mr. Shults, who, I had been in-
formed officially, was holding a hearing that afternoon with
some manufacturers or agriculturists in regard to the dispo-
tion of the nitrate. Although the meeting had been scheduled
for 4 p. m. and I appeared at 4.15, nobody else appeared to at-
tend said hearings. I asked him if he knew anything about it,
and he said no. He then sent me to a lieutenant colonel on
the fourth floor, who sent me to a major on the third floor,
who recommended me to another major at the corner of Sixth
and B Streets, a mile away. None of these various officials
could give me definite information on the subject. I finally
gained the information that the War Department desired to dis-
tribute this from plants where the Government was paying
storage upon the nitrate instead of from where it was stored in
one of the Government-owned buildings, The result was that
we were unable to get the nitrate for the farmers in my district
in time for it to be of any value to them. And I say it was an
injustice and absolutely unfair to the farmers, who, greatly
handieapped by the lack of farm labor, are making every effort
for a maximum production. These farmers would have driven
their wagons or trucks there and backed up to the door of the
warehouse and taken it away themselves without the expense
of a penny for delivery or handling. This is but another ex-
ample of binding up the wounds of necessity with departmental
red tape, so pronounced under the present administration.

And I am glad the gentleman on the other side of the House
[Mr. LaxaAM] made the speech he did in regard to the assessed
value of property here in Washington. I think it is a ecrying
shame, the small valuation that is put on property in Washing-
ton for assessment purposes. Why, these high-binding, high-
handed, hold-a-pistol-to-your-head people here charge $40 a
month for a single room. How can a girl live in Washington
and pay $40 a month rent for a room? People here charge as
much rent for one room as they pay for the whole house.
They build a garage across the back end of the yard and charge
$240 a year for a $400 building and get a 60 per cent dividend
on the investment. I voted to sustain these dormitories down
here in order that the girls working in the departments here for
small salaries might have a place where they could live and get
a room and board for $45 a month and as a protest against the
high-binding, high-handed tactics of the profiteers of the city
of Washington. [Applause.]

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr. Chairman——

Mr. LANGLEY. Mryr. Chairman, how much time is remaining
under the agreement?

The CHAIRMAN. Five minutes, which the Chair understood
was allotted to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. MurpHY] if he
cared to use it.

Mr. MURPHY. I do not care to use the time,

Mr. McDUFFIE. Mr, Chairman, a very serious charge has
been made here by the gentleman from Kansas [Mr, TiNncHER],
and although I hold no brief for the War Department or the
Secretary of War on this particular matter, I can not and do
not believe that the Secretary of War has sold the nitrate of
soda to three big corporations. I want some evidence from the
gentleman. I called up the department myself, and I want
to tell the gentleman from New York [Mr. CrowrHer] and the
gentleman fPom Kansas that if they will write or have their
constituents write to Maj. J. H. Hunter, Ordnance Department,
Sixth and B Streetfs, he will place the order with the proper
authorities and have the nitrate delivered to their constituents
when called for.

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr. McDUFFIE. Noj; the gentleman would not yield to me,
and I do not want to talk about dormitories or girls either.
[Laughter.] T will yield in a minute to the gentleman; that
was in a spirit of fun. You say the nitrate of soda has been
sold to these companies. I think that on examination you will
find that they have made a contract with them to handle the
nitrate of soda.
handling, on the theory that these companies are in a position
to handle it better and more cheaply than is the War Depart-
ment. The War Department would have to have an extra
clerieal force and additional help, and these companies have
that help and can more easily carry out the plan of delivering
it to the farmer, I will not believe the War Depaﬂment has
intentionally done wrong in this matter.

They simply agreed upon a small fee for the

Mr. CROWTHER. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, McDUFFIE. Yes,

Mr. CROWTHER. That was in direct contradiction to the
statement that they made to me. They said they wanted to
deliver it but instead of that they put it into the hands of the'
importers. They had it in storage where a man could drive
right up and get his load without costing-a cent.

Mr. CHINDBLOM. Mr. Chairman, as a member of the com-
mittee which brought in this bill, I want to say that there is no
nitrate of soda on the hospital site of Wisconsin Avenue.
[Laughter.]

Mr, McDUFFIE.

The CHAIRMAN.
has expired.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, I offer the following amend-
ment on page 2, line 8. .

The Clerk read as follows:

Page 2, beginning with line 8, strike out the remainder of the section.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman——

The CHATRMAN, All debate is closed.

Mr. GARD. I ask unanimous consent to discuss my amend-
ment for five minutes.
The CHAIRMAN,
gentleman from Ohio?

There was no objection.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Chairman, this bill is com-plete in so far
as the orlginal authorization of the $550,000 is eoncerned with-
out the proviso beginning on line 8. The original bill provided,
in section 5, that $300,000 is appropriated for an existing hospital
and of this amount $250,000 is taken by this bill. It provided
in section @ that $150,000 is to be had for emergency in the
Public Health Service to purchase a site to build hospital facil-'
ities at Corpus Christi, Tex., and $6,000 is taken from that
and put in this bill It says; Provided $1,500,000 is to be held.
as an emergency fund for the purchase of land "and.buildings
and $154,000 is taken from that sum and put in this building.

Mr. LANGLEY. I want to call the gentlema.ns attentlon to
the fact that the amount to which he refers has'been trans-
ferred by the Secretary of the Treasury as set out'in the re-
port of the committee.

Mr. GARD. What I am ecalling attention to is the. original
purpose of the appropriation as made by Congress and;its diver\-'
glon from its original purpose to the use contemplated in this
bill.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska.

Mr. GARD. Yes.

Mr. ANDREWS of Nebraska. To strike out that portion in-
cluded in the gentleman’s amendment will make it 1mpomih1e to
enlarge the present facilities for the boys, and the owners of the'
property will demand possession.

Mr. GARD. I am not concerned about the owners, of the
property demanding possesssion. They aregetting} good, coms!
pensation for the property. What I am concerned about is to'
show the diversion from the original appropriation. It is’
diversion of the appropriation when there has been no‘mvestl-
gation in the vicinity of the District of Columbia, no appmisal
of property in the Virginia or Maryland hills, nothing to
satisfy the public mind that a real hospital m&y ‘not be built in'
the vicinity of the city of Washington for $550,000

Mr. LANGLEY. May I interrupt the gentleman a moment?

Mr. GARD. Certainly.

Mr. LANGLEY, I want fo say that this was the exercise of
an executive function of the Secretary of the Treasury under
the act of March 3, 1919. He had the right to do that and to
distribute the funds carried by the act.

Mr. GARD, What I am seeking to convey is that Congress
appropriated money for certain purposes—$550,000 for a hos-
pital in the District of Columbia or vicinity. That we go
beyond that, we do not look around the vicinity, do not ap-
praise the property, do not try, but buy something at prac-
tically the owner's own tferms. Then we divert a part of
it that was for emergency cases where they may be actually,
?ueeged. and take about $410,000 away from their emergency

nda.,

The CHAIRMAN. The question is on the amendment offered
by the gentleman from Ohio.

The question was taken, and the amendment was rejected.

Mr. LANGLEY, Mr. Chairman, I move that.the committee
do now rise and 'report the bill to the House with the recom-
mendation that it do pass.

The question was taken; and on a division (demanded by
Mr. Braxnton) there were—ayes 45, noes 0.

So the motion was agreed to,

Accordingly committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr, Greex of Iowa, Chairman of the Coms-

-I am glad to hear that. [Laughter.]
The time of the gentleman from Alabama

Is there objection to the request of the

Will the gentleman yield? |
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mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported
‘that that committee had had under codsideration the bill H. R..
18627, and had directed him to report the same back to the
House without amendment with the recommendation that the
bill do pass.

Mr. LANGLEY. Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question
on the bill to final passage.

The previous question was ordered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the engrossment and
third reading of the:bill

The bill was ordered to be engrossed and read a third time,
was read the third time, and passed.

On motion of Mr, LaxcrEY, a motion to reconsider the vote
by which the bill was passed was laid on the table,

CALL OF THE HOUSBE.

Mr, BLANTON. Mr, Speaker, I make the point of order that |

there is no guornm present.

The SPEAKER. Evidently there is no quornm present.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move a call of
‘the House,

A call of the House was ordered.

The Clerk called the roll, and the following Members failed
to answer to their names:

Baer Dyer Kitehin Siegel
Benson Echols Kraus Slem
Blackmon Edmonds Kreider Smal
Bland, Ind. Elston Lankford Smith, N. Y,
Booher Ferris Lee, Ga., Smithwick
‘Bowers Fess Lesher nell
‘Brinson Fields Little Snyder
Burke Frear Longworth. Stedman
Garrett MeArthur Bteele
Godwin, N. C. MeCulloch Stevenson
Goldfogle McKenzie 8
McPherson Strong, Pa.
Graham, Pa Madden Sullivan
Greene..fuus. A Summers, W
Hamill Merritt Thomas
Harrison Milligan Tillman
Hastings Monahan, Wis. Towner
ayden Montague. Treadway
Hernandez Moon are
Hoch Morin Volgt
Hoey Porter ard
Howard Pou eeler
Hulin Reavis ‘White, Kans,
Hull, Iowa Rhodes illinms
ull, Tenn, Wilson, Pa.
Jones, Tex. Rubey inslow
Kelley, Mich.. Rucker ates
Kem:leay, Iowa Scully
Kettner ears

The SPEAKER. On this call 324 Members have answered |

to their names, a quorum.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I move to dispense |

with further proceedings under the call
The motion was agreed to.
The doors were opened.

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE.,

A message from the Senate, by Mr. Dudley, its enrolling clerk,
announced that the Senate had insisted upon its amendments to
the bill (H. R. 11802) making appropriations for the construc-
tion, repair, and preservation of certain public works on rivers
and harbors, and for other purposes, disagreed to by the House

of Representatives, had agreed to the conference asked by the |

‘House on the disagreeing votes of the two Houses thereon, and

had appointed Mr. Joxes of Washington, Mr. McNAry, and Mr,

'RAaxspELL as the conferees on the part of the Senate.
ENROLLED BILLS AND JOINT RESOLUTION SIGKRED.

Mr. RAMSEY, from the Committee on Enrolled Bills, reported
that they had examined and found truly enrolled bills and joint
resolution of the following titles, when the Speaker signed the

same:

H. R.14100. An act making appropriations for the legislative,
executive, and judicial expenses of the Government for the
fiscal year ending June 30, 1921, and for other purposes;

H. R. 13665. An act granting the consent of Congress to Mus~
kogee County, Okla., to construct a bridge across the Arkansas
River, between sections 16 and 21, township 15 north, range 19
east, in the State of Oklahoma;

H.R.7629. An act to amend the penal laws of the United
States;

H. R. 12044. An act to accept the cession by the State of Cali-
fornia of exclusive jurisdiction of the lands embraced within
the Yosemite National Park, Sequoia National Park, and Gen-

‘eral Grant National Park, respectively, and for other purposes;

H. . 5163. An act authorizing certain tribes of Indians to
submit claims to the Court of Claims, and for other purposes;

H. R. 13666. An act granting the consent of Congress to Mus-

(kogee County, Okla., to construct a bridge across the Arkansas

‘River in section 18, township 12 north, range 21 east, in the
‘State of Oklahoma:;
| H.R.10072. An act to provide for the punishment of officers:
of United States courts wrongfully converting moneys coming
into their possession, and for other purposes; and

H. J. Res. 351. Joint resolution extending the provisions of an
act amending section 32 of the Federal farm-loan act approved
July 17, 1916, to June 30, 1921.

HAWAITAN HOMES COMMISSION.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I present a privi-
leged report from the Committee on Rules, which I send to the
desk and ask to have read.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 540,

Resolved, That immediately upon the adoption of this resolution it
shall be in order to move that the House resolve itself into the Com-
mittee of the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill (H. R. 13500) to amend an act entitled “An act to pro-
vide a government for the Territory of Hawail, approved April 30,
1900, as amended, to. establish a Hawaiian homes commission, and for
other ?urpom": and, after general debate, which shall be confined ts
the bill and shall continue not to exceed two hours, to be equally
divided between those favoring and those opposing, the bill shall be
-read for amendment under the five-minute ruf + that at the conelusion
:of the consideration of the bill for amendment the committee shall rise
' and report the bill to the House with such amendments as may have
been agreed to, when the previous question shall be considered as or-
| dered on the bill and amendments to final passage without intervening
';motlon, except one motion to- recommit.

. Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous
consent that general debate upon the bill, provided for in the
'rule, be limited to 30 minutes instead of 2 hours.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Kansas asks unani-
“mous consent that the rule be amended by limiting the general
.debate to 30 minutes. Is there objection?

- Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, is it expected to complete the
| consideration of the measure to-night?

. Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Oh, I do not know. We would
| like to run until 5.30 at least, if it can be done.

Mr. WALSH. I did not catch the reading of the rule. What
situation does it leave the bill in, provided consideration of the

' bill is not concluded to-night?
. Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The rule provides that it shall
:be in order to move to go into Committee of the Whole House
on the state of the Union upon the adoption of the rule, so that
- the bill will have a privileged status.

Mr. WALSH, Is it a continuing order?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes, sir.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. BLANTON, Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object,
if the gentlemen of the Rules Committee wanted two hours’
. debate, why is the chairman seeking now by unanimous consent
 to change their action of passing legislation by rule?
| Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. The Rules Committee did not
want the two hours’ debate. The rule as introduced provided
. for that, and by consulting Members on this floor who are inter-
‘ested in the bill they thought they could get on with less time
for debate.

Mr. BLANTON. I would like for the gentleman to cut it
. down to five minutes.

The SPEAKER. Is there objection?

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, reserving the right to object, is it
the intention to begin the discussion to-night?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Yes; and to run for a time.

Mr. DOWELL. If this can be limited to 30 minutes, general
| debate can be closed to-night.

Mr. GARD. It is seemingly a very important bill.

Mr. WALSH. Mr. Speaker, I demand the regular order,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none.

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, the rule provides
for the consideration of a bill of very great importance to the
native Hawaiians. There are no people under the flag more
loyal to it, more interested in it, more devoted to it, than the
people of Hawail. They are so far out in the Pacific that
sometimes they think that we forget that they have interests
to which we should give attention, and it is for the purpose of
considering a matter of very great importance to those people,
who never miss an opportunity to show their devotion to our
country, that this rule has been breught forth.

Mr. Speaker, I move the previous question on the adoption of
the rule.

The question was taken, and the previous guestion was or-
dered.

The SPEAKER. The question is on the adoption of the rule.

Mr. GARD. Mr. Speaker, a parlinmentary inquiry?

The SPEAKER. The gentleman will state it
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Mr. GARD. Is it meant that the previous question is or-
dered on the adoption of the rule as amended as suggested it
be amended by unanimous consent?

Mr. CAMPBELL of Kansas. Oh, yes.

Mr. GARD. T think that had better be included.

The SPEAKER. The guestion is on agreeing to the rule as
amended,

The question was taken, and the resolution as amended was
agreed to.

Mr. DOWELL. Mpyr. Speaker, before going into the discus-
sion I want to ask unanimous consent, if there is no objection,
that the time be divided equally between myself and the gen-
tleman from Louisiana [Mr. Warkins].

The. SPEAKER. The gentleman from Iowa asks unani-
mous consent that the 30 minutes for general debate be divided
equally, half of the time to be controlled by himself and half
by the gentleman from Louisinna. Is there objection. [After
a pause.] The Chair hears none.

AMr. DOWELL. Mr. Speaker, I move that the House resolve
itself into the Committee of the Whole House on the state of
the Union for the purpose of considering the bill H. R. 13500,

The motion was agreed to.”

Accordingly the House resolved itself into the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union for the considera-
tion of the bill H. R. 13500, with Mr. SAN¥oRD in the chair,

The CHAIRMAN. The House is in Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union for the consideration of the hill
H. R. 13500, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

A bill (H. R. 13500) to amend an act entitled “"An act to provide
a government for the Territory of Hawall,” approved April 30, 1000, as
amended, to establish a Hawaijan homes commission, and for other

purposes.”

Mre, DOWELL. My, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent that
the first reading of the bill be dispensed with,

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection? [After a pause.] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman, the legislation under consid-
eration has some very important provisiong, First, and most
important, the provisions creating the Hawaiian homes com-
mission, which has supervision over the homesteading of certain
lands by the Hawailan people; second, amendments to the
Hawaiian organic act relating to homesteading and the leasing
of public lands, )

This proposed legislation grew out of the recommendations
of a legislative commission of the Territory of Hawaii, which
came to Washington some months ago and presented resolu-
tions adopted by the Hawaiian Legislature relative to proposed
changes in the Hawailan homestead laws and suggested the
plan of homesteading presented in this bill for the rehabilita-
tion of the native Hawaiians. This legislative commission was
composed of C. J. MeCarthy, governor; Harry Erwin, attorney
general; Robert W. Shingle, member of the senate; John H.
Wise, member of the senate; W. T. Rawlins, member of the
house of representatives; and Henry J. Lyman, member of the
house of representuatives,

The commission appeared before the Committee on the Terri- |

tories early in February, and in the extensive hearings held
the commission presented a state of facts existing in the
Territory showing that the Hawaiian people are fast declining
as a race and the lands in the Territory are rapidly getting
into hands of others than Hawalians. The members of the
commission, after setting forth the facts, presented their views
as to the solution of the many problems confronting the people
of the islands, The most important legislation suggested
by the comunission, and which is the basis of this legislation,
was the plan known as the * Senator Wise plan for the re-
habilitation of the Hawaiians ™ by restoring them to the lands.

The commissioners made a strong showing before the com-
mittee in the hearings in favor of this general plan. When this
matter was first presented fto the committee the details of the
plan had not been carefully worked out, but the general pur-
poses and intent of the plan were thoroughly and carefully
presented. Senator Wise went into the plan of this legislation
in minute detail and gave interesting and important informa-
tion concerning the Hawaiian people and their history. He set
forth facts and conditions existing in the islands upon which
the proposed legislation is based. I will not attempt to go into
the history of this people nor the facts concerning the previous
divisions and land distributions in the Territory. The Hawaiian
Delegate [Mr, KArANiaxaorLe], who is guite familiar with these
faects, will be able to give to you this information and this inter-
esting history,

I desire, however, to refer briefly to these conditions, and
I quote from a statement of Senator Wise before the committee ;

I would like to have the committee just pause for & moment and look
back at the Hawallans, a neble race, who In 1778, according to Cook's
estimate, were 400,000 individuals. Allowing that Capt. Cook’s esti-
mate was much too L-llgh. the first official census was taken in 1832
and the number was placed at 118.319. The estimated population in
1919 was 22,600 pure Hawallans and 16,660 part Hawailans.

This statement of Senator Wise clearly indicates the entire
disappearance of the Hawaiian race in the not distant future.
Senator Wise further stated, and I quote from the hearings
before the committee :

The Hawaiilan people are a farming people and fishermen, out-of-
door people, and when they were frozen out of their lands and driven
into the cities they had to live in the cheapest places, tenements,
That is one of the big reasons why the Hawallan people are dying.
Now, the only way to save them, 1 contend, is to take them back to
the lands and give them the mode of living that their ancestors were
accustomed to, and in that way rehabilitate them.

Secretary Lane, who has given to this matter careful con-
sideration, appeared before the committee in behalf of this legis-
lation. He visited the islands and became interested in this
people. I wish to quote briefly from his statement before the
committee :

a

The land was owned by the King originally, and they had in 1848
what they called a mahele, in which there was a division. As a
result of that, and legislation that passed suhszuent]y. we have ap-
pmximatel{ 1,600,000 acres of public lands in the islands. Most of
that land is net suitable for making homes. Large bodies of it are
lava Jand or grazing land. Some of it is the very finest quality of
land, ?erham 120,000 acres approximately., * * n my judg-
ment, from the limited knowledge I have of the history of the islands
those people, the natives, were not treated fairly in the division of
the lands that was made in 1848. At any rate, they are a problem
now and they ought to be cared for by being provided with homes out
of the Public lands ; but homes that they couldpnot mortgage and could
not sell. They are a most lovable people, a kindly people amd a
gencrous people. They have arts of their own which endear them
to the people who visit the islands. It is not altogether the beauties
of the islands that attract people there, It is the spirit that they see
and the old civilization that they meet. There is a thriftlessness among
those people that is characteristic among people that are raised under
a communist or fendal system. The? do not know what the competi-
tion system is and they will gnt rid of property that is given them.
They do not look forward. They can not see to-morrow. Therefore,
they should be given as close identification with their country as
possible, and yet be protected agnimat their own thriftlessness, and
against the predatory nature of those who wish to take the land from
them, and who have in the past,

The statement of Secretary Lane gives to you in a concise
way the conditions existing in the islands and the history and
characteristics of the Hawaiian people. All of the evidence be-
fore the committee clearly demonstrated that if this race of
people is to be protected and perpetuated, the strong arm of
the Government must, in the very near future, in some way
protect and rehabilitate this splendid race.

Your committee has been convinced that what is known as
the Wise plan will do something, and we hope will do much, to
aid in the rehabilitation of this race. There are to-day on the
islands, as estimated June 30, 1919:

PRaNly . I e e P NS e
Caucaslans, other than specified
FNE T R S DO TS T e

o F b i L R U D e el Bl R 263, 666

This estimate of the population in 1919 perhaps is a little
large, as the results of the census for 1920, just announced,
show the total population of the Territory at 249,992,

The hearings before the committee indicate that a great many
of these lands homesteaded by this people have been lost, and
too frequently the lands have fallen into the hands of the cor-
porations and wealthy classes. The tax returns for 1919 in the
Territory of Hawalii show that only about 6.23 per cent of the

property of the islands is held by native Hawaiians. The tax
returns show the following:
Num- Num-
ber of | Valuation | ber of | Valuation Total Per-
Taxpayers. tax- |of personal| tax- |of personal valuation, |Cent-
pay- | property. | pay- | property. | age.
ers. ers,
Corporations, firms, ete.| 783 1$88, 000,410 | 1,023 [$96, 715, 185 |$185, 624,595 | 74.09
Anglo-Saxons..........| 3,312 | 26,656,188 | 3,400 | 4,723,276 | 31,379,464 | 12.53
Hawaiians......_.......| 5878 | 13,670,508 | 1,913 ,984,600 | 15,605,117 | 6.23
Portugueseand Spanish | 2,665 | 5,619,076 | 1, 917,411 , 536, 2.61
Chinese.. . ...| 1,631 | 3,140,305 | 1,367 | 1,656,250 | 4,796,555 | 1.91
1,183 | 1,897,764 | 3,461 | 4,684,364 | 6,582,128 | 2.63
y o R S 15,452 1130, 893, 251 {12, 885 (110,631,005 | 250, 524, 346 {100.00




1920.

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—HOUSE.

7449

The tax returns for 1919 show the total value of the real
property owned in the Territory to be $139,803,251; that the
lands owned by 783 corporations, firms, and so forth, is valued
at $88,909,410; that native Hawailans, 5,878 in number, own
lands only of the value of $13,670,508. These facts show that
in the short time these islands have been populated by other
races, out of land worth approximately $140,000,000, the native
Hawaiians are now in possession and control of only about
§13,000,000 in value.

It is clearly demonstrated by these facts what has happened
in the Territory and what will continue to happen unless
Congress by legislation makes provision for this race. The
Government has now the title to approximately 1,600,000
acres of land in the Territory, and it is with these lands that
this legislation is intended to deal. The legislation proposed
contemplates the return to the lands of at least a number of
the Hawaiian people, and certain parts of these lands are set
aside for that purpose.

The bill under consideration provides for the establishment
of a commission in the Territory to be known as the Hawaiian
homes commission, this commission to be composed of five
members appointed by the governor of the Territory, with the
consent of the senate of the legislature of the Territory, with
the governor as chairman of the commission. At least two
of the appointed members must be native Hawaiians.

The Hawaiian home lands, which are particularly described
in the bill, consist of approximately 185,000 acres of the Gov-
ernment lands. It is provided in the bill that these lands are
to be given, or rather leased, only to native Hawaiians in
homesteads of not less than 20 acres nor more than 80 acres
of agricultural lands, or not less than 200 nor more than 500
acres of first-class pastoral lands, or not less than 500 nor more
than 1,000 acres of second-class pastoral lands, the title to
the lands so leased to remain in the United States.

The bill further provides that each lease shall contain the
following provisions:

The lessee shall be a native Hawaiian. He shall pay $1
per year rental, and the term of the lease shall be 99 years.

The lessee shall occupy and commence to use or cultivate
the lands as his own within one year after the lease is made.

The lessee shall occupy and use said lands for at least a part
- of each year, as the commission may prescribe,

The lessee shall not in any manner transfer or mortgage to
any pérson, except a native Hawaiian, his interest in the lands,
and that only upon the approval of the commission,

The lessee shall pay all taxes provided by law and perform
such other conditions as the commission may prescribe.

Provision is made for the forfeiture of the lease, after a full
hearing, in the event the lessee fails to comply with the pro-
visions of the law.

The commlission is authorized to return any of these lands
not used for homesteading by native Hawaiians to the commis-
sioner of public lands, te be leased temporarily until they
are needed for homesteading, at which time they are to be re-
turned to the Hawaiian homes commission for that purpose.

It was clearly shown in the hearings that the mere turning
over of these homesteads, so called, to the Hawaiian people will
not serve the best purpose without further legislation to assist
them in improving and cultivating the lands. Most of the
Hawalians who will likely avail themselves of this homestead
right have not sufficient means to provide a home and to make
necessary preparations for the cultivation and improvement of
the ground. It, therefore, is necessary to make provision for
the financing of these homesteaders to assist them in improving
their homesteads.

The bill provides for the establishment in the treasury of the
MTerritory of Hawali a revolving fund, to be known as the
Hawalian home-loan fund, this fund to be raised by the
leasing of the highly cultivated lands of the Territory and
from water licenses of the Territory, as hereinafter explained.

Under the original organic act, as amended in 1910, it is pro-
vided in section T3 that further leases of agricultural lands
shall not be made without the inclusion of what is known as the
withdrawal clause, which provides that the lands may be
withdrawn from the lessee when petition is properly filed of 25
or more who desire to homestead the land. Under this system
of leasing, where the leases may be withdrawn at any time, it
has been shown that the rentals from these lands have been
very small, 2

The legislation proposed provides that the commissioner. of
public lands may, with the approval of the governor and:at
least two-thirds of the land board, lease the sugar-cane lands
in the future without the withdrawal clause. The evidence be-
fore the committee shows that the estimated wvalue of these
cane lands is from $200 per acre to $1,000 per acre, and it is

estimated that if these lands are leased without the withdrawal
clause the rental will be much larger than has been received
under the present plan. The bill merely authorizes the land
commissioner, as indicated, when he deems it advantageous to
the Territory of Hawaii, thus leaving it to the commissioner of
public lands and the land board to meet conditions as they
exist or may arise frem time to time.

The present annual rental for the agricultural and pastoral
lands is about $154,600. It is estimated that these lands, with-
out the withdrawal elause, will bring a rental of approximately
$400,000 per annum. In addition to this the annual receipts
from water licenses will approximate $123,000. In this bill it
is provided that 30 per cent of the Territorial receipts derived
from the leasing of sugar-cane and agricultural lands and from
water licenses shall be covered inte the Hawaiian home-loan
fund. From this fund the, commission is authorized to make
loans to.the Hawaiian homesteaders for the following purposes:

For the erection of a dwelling and other permanent improve-
ments, Y

For the purchase of live stock and farm implements,

And for otherwise assisting in the development of the lands.

Thesze loans are to be made on certain conditions, some of
which are as follows:

The amount of the loan not to exceed $3,000.

The loan to be paid upon an amortization plan in annual in-
stallments within an agreed period not exceeding 30 years.

The commission to have a lien upon the lessee’s interest in
the improvements, and so forth, to the amount of the loan.

The commission is further authorized to undertake general
water and other developments in respect to the Hawaiian home
lands, and the Territory is authorized to issue bonds therefor.
Provision is also made for the commission to use surplus waters
and government-owned waters for certain purposes in connec-
tion with ecarrying out the homestead provisions.

This, in brief, is a general outline of the legislation proposed.
This legislation has received the careful consideration of the
committee. Perhaps there is no precedent for this legislation,
and no legislation of a similar character has been adopted by
this Congress. It differs materially from the general plan
adopted in this country for homesteading, but the evidence sub-
mitted to the committee set forth a state of facts which justify
the legislation proposed. It was the unamimous opinion of the
committee that if this legislation is to be effective the lessees
or homesteaders of these lands should not receive a title that
can be disposed of, and should not have a homestead they are
not able to personally occupy or cultivate.

I think your committee began this investigation with much
doubt as to its propriety, but I am pleased to say that at the
conclusion of the investigation and after a full and thorough
consideration of the whole matter your committee is unanimous
in its recommendation that the legislation proposed be adopted.
TApplause,]

Mr, Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to revise and extend
my remarks;

The CHATRMAN, Is there objection? [After a pause,] The
Chair hears none,

Mr. DOWELL. Mr, Chairman, I desire now to yield——

Mr. WATKINS. Mr. Chairman, before the gentleman from
Hawaii begins I wish to say that whatever time he needs from
this side will be accorded to him, and when he has finished, if
he has not consumed all the time, then I will utilize the re-
mainder of my time; and in this connection, Mr. Chairman, I
would like the privilege, if all the time is consumed without
my having an opportunity of making a few remarks, to extend
my remarks in the RECORD.

The CHAIRMAN. The gentleman from Louisiana asks unani-
mous consent to extend his remarks in the Recorp. Is there
objection? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none. -

Mr. DOWELIL. Mr., Speaker, I now yield the balance of
my time to the Delegate from Hawaii [Mr. KaraNraxaore]. -

Mr. WATKINS. And I yield to the gentleman as much of
my time as he desires to use.

Mr. KALANTANAOLE. Mr, Chairman and gentlemen, before
going into Titles 1T and III of this bill, I feel constrained to say
a few words on Hawali, its history, and its achievements,

Twenty-one hundred miles southwest from San Francisco,
between 154° 40" and 162° west longitude and between 19° and
23° north latitude, below the Tropic of Cancer, lies the Terri-
tory of Hawail. A glimpse at the map of the world will
instantly reveal the strategic ‘position these islands occupy.

The Territory of Hawali consists of a group of islands, eight
of which are inhabited, having an area of approximately
6,449 square miles and a population of about 250,000.

They were discovered January 17, 1778, by Capt. James Cook,
an English navigator. At the time of the discovery Capt. Cook
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wrote them down as the Friendly Islands, and spoke of the
people as highly civilized, classed them as the most industrious,
and labeled them as few would object to be labeled, as being
stalwart, manly, upright, straightforward, fearless, candid, and
open-minded, [Applause.]

The civilization of the islands in the early period was of an
exceptionally high standard. Their games were planned to
make men of them. The Hawaiians, from the very nature of
the life they lived, were great athletes. The training of a boy
in those days was to make him excel in feats of great strength
and to be skillful in the arts of warfare. Running, wrestling,
boxing, sled riding, swimming, surf riding, diving under water,
disk throwing, javelin throwing, and the handling of a canoe
were taught every boy in those days. One's education was not
considered complete unless he could stand up to the hardest of
these exercises. To-day a Hawailan boy in the great schools
on the mainland can hold his own in any sport requiring skill
and strength, and this after many years of neglect from the
games that were so indispensable to the make-up of his fore-
fathers. In the great World War we are told that the athletes
made the best soldiers. Surely the Hawaiians must have had
a high standard of civilization. Even their business was so
planned. We speak of the splendid navigation of men like
Columbus, and we speak of the splendid navigation of the men
of to-day, but the Hawaiian, starting out with his double
canoe, sailed the length and breadth of the broad Pacific, over
tempestuous seas, with only the sun and stars as guides, prov-
ing that they had some knowledge of astronomy. They had an
advanced knowledge of medicine, knowing every bone, muscle,
and nerve of the body and its structure, and the treatment
given for certain ailments then is still recognized by the medical
profession of to-day.

It was a time of industrial enterprise and peaceful and pros-
perous growth; arts and crafts developed to a very high
standard. Their feather helmets and capes and the method of
their manufacture are still a wonder to the scientific world.
Great engineering enterprises were undertaken, irrigation sys-
tems and fish ponds were constructed. The land boundaries
established during this period are recognized by the engineers
and surveyors of to-day.

The religion of my early people was also highly developed.
Every act and deed performed was for the glory of their god
and for the benefit of humanity,

All laws were edicts of the King, commonly called tabus,
and the breaking of them was punishable.

The tabu was, in fact, the ancient law of the Hawaiians.
There were religious tabus, there were tabus which prohibited
certain acts, such as the killing of man, the eating together of
husband and wife, the eating of certain fish, the eating of certain
fruits by women—these were the King's tabus. Then there
were certain tabus which went with the land; for instance, the
right to fish was recognized as a public right by the natives,
the fish being the property of all, still the occupier of land
upon the seashore had the privilege of naming certain fish in
the adjacent waters as his own property. Any person could
fish upon the fishing grounds, but was forbidden to catch the fish
named as the tabu fish, This system of the tabu runs all
through history, and is sacred to them. Even to-day, if you
were to go down to the seashore while the Hawaiians are bring-
ing in their nets, you would be entitled to a share of the catch,
the natives still maintaining the old custom that the fish, except
the tabu fish, belonged to all.

The population increased and colonies were established. Men
who were accomplished in science as well as in warfare be-
came chiefs of these colonies. As time passed, in order to effect
a more stable government, the chief gathered about him power-
ful retainers for military service and protection against inva-
sion, and in return for such service the chief granted them
large tracts of land, which the subchiefs in turn subinfeudated
to their followers. Thus a system remarkably like the old
feudal system of Europe developed and continued to the time of
Kamehameha I.

Prior to the reign of Kamehameha I each island had its own
King. The King of the largest island—Hawaii—left half of
the island to his son and the other half to his nephew, Kame-
hameha. This naturally brounght about ill feeling between the
cousins, and war was soon declared; Kamehameha, the greater
strategist, being the victor, became King of the whole island.

He then conguered Maui, Molokai, and later arrived on Qahu,
landing at Waikiki beach, drove the natives through Nuuanu
Valley and over the Pali. Thus, after long and desperate
fighting, he succeeded in amalgamating the islands jnto oné
kingdom, and by a treaty of annexation with King Kamualii, of
Kauai, whom he met at sed and asked Kamehameha that if he
waited until the black tapa covered him he could have the

island, became, by virtue of his conquest and treaty, the su-
preme monarch of all the islands.

Though Kamehameha I may have appeared to be a heathen
to the outside world, yet during his long and vigorous reign
there was manifest in everything that he did a superior intelli-
gence and deep reverence for a power greater than his. With
such an influence governing his life, he ruled his people, even
those whom he had conquered, with justice.

He it was who established the independence of the individual
by that oral decree which reads:

The old and feeble man and woman and the small child may walk and

rest unharmed on the public highways of my kingdom, and no one

shall molest them. Death shall be the penalty.

He followed the example of his predecessors and divided the
lands among his chiefs and followers, retaining, however, a
portion to be cultivated by his own servants and attendants,
who were considered as having rights in the lands so cultivated
or the productions thereof. The proportions were not clearly
defined but nevertheless universally recognized.

He recognized the benefits of trading with the outside world,
and the immense sandalwood traffic with China which later
developed was inaugurated by him.

Seeing the ill effects from the use of aleohol upon his people,
he proclaimed the first prohibitory law against the liquor traffic
ever promulgated by any Government. [Applause.]- The
earnest reformers of America, who may have taken to them-
selves the eredit of having accomplished an almost unbelievable
phenomenon, may be astonished to learn that this great mon-
arch, the unifier of his people, and farsighted statesman, some-
times called the Napoleon of the Pacific because of his military
genius and leadership, had that law enforced a century before.

Education during his time was advanced, even though their
language had not been reduced to writing. The high priests
took the young and in song and story related to them the his-
tory of their ancestors and the principles of medicine and
science,

His ability and sense of justice have been an inspiration
down through the years; and even to-day the Hawaiian people,
as well as those of other nationalities who have lived in the
islands and have learned to know and to love the memory of
this great man, gather on his natal day to do him honor.

During his reign Opukahaia, after seeing both of his parents
slain in war, then a boy of 12, determined to run away to some
other country. About this time a ship arrived from New York,
Capt. Brentnall, master, and anchored a short distance from
shore. The boy swam out to the -ship, and when the captain
was ready to leave the Hawaiian signified that he did not wish
to go ashore. The captain, who had taken a fancy to him, con-
sented to his going with him, taking along also another young
Hawaiian, Thomas Hopu. After leaving the islands the ship
sailed to the Seal Islands, off the coast of Alaska, thence to
China, and around to New York by way of the Cape of Good
Hope, arriving there in the year 1809.

Opukahaia and Hopu went to Cornwall, Conn., where they
attended school, and were joined later by John Honolii, William
Kenui, and George Kaumualii, and other Hawaiian boys.

After they learned the English language they often spoke of
their home country, and especially the needs of their people.
This unusual bit of information thus coming to the attention of
the American Board of Foreign Missions influenced it, and by
the appeal of these Hawaiians the board decided to send a band
of missionaries to the islands.

Opukahaia, who was a member of the Foreign Missions
School, had translated in his native langnage a portion of the
Bible, having finished the Book of Genesis and made consider-
able progress toward completing a grammar, a dictionary, and
a spelling book, as well as a translation of the Hebrew Bible,
when he became ill and died in February, 1818, From the
start that he had made in his translations the missionaries
were enabled to have books already printed in the Hawaiian
language when they arrived in Hawaii in April, 1820.

The missionaries, accompanied by J. Honolii, Thomas Hopu,
William Kenui, and George Kaumualii, upon their arrival in
the islands did not find what they expected. They landed upon
an island not infested with savages, but by a people who prior
to their arrival had overthrown their gods, burned their temples,
and destroyed the tabu, the ancient and terrible power of the
priesthood, the king and chiefs over the common people, all of
this being done by their own act, and with that behind them
the islanders stood ready and welcomed the new religion.
[Applause.]

he first ‘education was undertaken by the missionaries soon
after their arrival in 1820. There was a passion exhibited for
education. The chiefs themselves put the innovation to a test,
“If learning is bad, we will keep the people from it,” they said,
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and added, “ If it is good, we will share it with all.” The desire
for learning was so widespread that at the end of five years the
number of pupils were 20,000, and at the end of 10 years the
number had inereased to 53,000, out of an estimated population
of 130,000. This large number of pupils necessitated the estab-
lishment of a high school. In June of 1831 Lahainaluna School
was established to educate teachers for the common schools
and prepare young men for vocational pursuits. This school
is still maintained by the Territorial Government as a voca-
tional institution.

Boki, a high chief, and Liliha, his wife, observing the benefits
derived by their people through education, gave a vast tract of
land in Punahou, near Honolulu, to the missionaries, in order
that they might further the cause of education, and Oahu Col-
lege was thus created, which is the oldest educational institu-
tion west of the Missouri River. It was to this institution in
the early forties that the young men and women of California
sought their education.

Following the precedent set by Boki and Liliha, Princess
Bernice Panahi left her entire estate, worth millions, to estab-
lish and maintain the Kamehameha Schools, an institution for
Hawaiians, where they may secure an education in academic
subjects, as well as in agricultural and industrial pursuits.

I might also add here that besides these educational institu-
tions charitable institutions were established by the chiefs,
who were ever ready to assist in the uplift of their péople.
Lunalilo Home for the aged Hawalians was established by King
_Lunalilo, leaving his entire estate for that purpose; the Queen’s
Hospital, where Hawalians receive treatment free of charge,
by Kamehameha IV and his consort, Queen Emma; and the
Kapiolani Maternity Home, also where Hawaiians receive treat-
ment gratis, by King Kalakaua and Queen Kapiolani; and the
estate of Queen Lilinokalani was left to establish an orphanage.
This she was able to do even though she was dethroned. Be-
sides these named, numerous others gave to the cause of religion.

From the start made then, practically 100 years ago, we have
our present school system, modeled after the best American
schools, and embracing grammar, trade, industrial, and high
schools, and ending with the University of Hawaii. [Ap-
plause.]

A larger percentage of Hawaii’s wealth has been expended
for education than has been done in almost any State of the
Union. So widespread was the desire for learning among the
Hawaiians, and so generally have both the rich and poor availed
themselves of our educational privileges, that to-day the per-
centage of illiteracy among our Hawailan and Anglo-Saxon
population is practically nil.

During Kamehameha I's long reign affairs became settled to
an extent to which the country had not been accustomed. Long
and nndisturbed possession of their lands by chiefs was a
preparation for the development of a sentiment favorable to
permanent individual rights in land, and such a sentiment had
become well defined in the mind of Kamehameha before his
death, and may be regarded as the seed germ of a system of
land tenures which afterwards developed.

After the death of King Kamehameha I his son, Liholiho,
came to the throne as Kamehameha II. He was then not of
age. The administration of the Government was under the
regency of Quéen Kaahumanu. She was the premier or minister
having a veto on the King's acts and Kamehameha's widow, a
woman ofgreat force of character. Right here I might call
the attention’of the Members of the House to the fact that the
Hawaiian women of noble birth, as many as six at one time,
sat as members of the House of Nobles—equivalent to the Sen-
ate—and assisted in solving the problems of the country and
in making Hawaii what it is to-day. [Applause.] Thus, Hawaii
was far in advance of the mainland in having women in its
national council, Even to-day, we must appeal to the Hawailan
women if we Intend to be successful in our campaigns, even
though the right of suffrage has not yet been extended to them.

When Kamehameha II reached his majority and became King,
it was his desire to make a redistribution of the lands of the
renlm according to custom, but Queen Kaahumanu was opposed
to it, and her influence was too strong for him, and beyond a
few assignments among his intimate friends he relinquished
his purpose. The distribution of lands, therefore, by Kame-
hameha I remained for the most part as a permanent settlement
of the landed interests of the kingdom, to be afterwards modi-
fied in favor of the conunon people but never ignored.

1 might also note that the King, being much impressed by
what he had heard of the reforms introduced in Tahiti by the
London Missionary Society, resolved to take a trip to England,
s0 in November, 1823, the King and his Queen and a strong
delegation sailed for England to educate themselves and to see
whether there were other teachers equally capable or possibly

better, and other religions more ancient and very likely more
satisfying to the hungry soul than the one so lately taken in
1820, and on the day of his departure asked his people fo con-
tinue in this new faith until his return to the islands, but both

. the King and his Queen died shortly after their arrival in Lon-

don, and their remains were brought back by Lord Byron on the
British frigate Blonde.

In 1833, Kamehameha IIT, known to the Hawaiians as
Kamehameha the Good, then 20 years cld, assumed the throne,
and soon became deeply interested in public affairs. In many
ways the unsatisfactory status of land matters was pressed
upon his attention. The growing sentiment toward permanence
in tenure powerfully influenced the situation. The defenseless
and wretched condition of the common people in regard to their
holdings appealed to his sense of humanity and to his sense of
responsibility as their ruler. The inconsistency of his sovereign
control of all the lands of the kingdom with any progress based
upon the incoming tide of civilization became more and more
evident every day.

The King consulted the great chiefs of the realm, who were
in favor of permanence in tenure, amd in 1839, on the Tth day
of June, he proclaimed a Dbill of rights which has muade his
name illustrious and the day on which it was announced worthy
of being forever commemorated by the Hawailan people. It is
especially interesting and impressive as the Hawailan Magzia
Charta, which was not wrung from an unwilling sovereign by
force or arms, but the free surrender of despotic power by a
wise and generous ruler, impressed and influenced by the logie
of events, by the needs of his people, and by the principles of the
new civilization that was dawning on his land.

The following is a translation uf_ this enlightened and munifi-
cent royal grant:

God has made of one blood all sations of men to dwell upon the earth
in unity and bles ess. God has also bestowed certain rights alike
on all men and on all chiefs and all people of all lands.

These are some of the rights which Ile has given allke to every man
and every chief of correct deportment : Life, limb, liberty, freedom from
oppression, the earnings of his hands, and the productions of his mind—
not, however, to those who act in viclation of the laws.

God has already established government and rule for the purpose of
peace, but in making laws for the nation, it is by no means proper to
enact laws for the protection of the rulers only, without also providing
protection for their subjects: neither is it proper to enact laws to
enrich the chiefs only, without regarid to enriching their subjects also
and hereafter there shall by no means be any laws enacted which are
at variance with what Is above expressed, neither shall any tax be
assessed, nmor any serviee or labor required of any man in a manner
which is at variance with the above sentiments.

The above sentiments are hereby proclaimed for the purpose of pro-
tecting alike both the people and the chiefs of all these islands while
they maintain a correct deportment; that no chief may be able to
oppress any subject; but that chiefs and ﬁeople re able to cnjoy the
same protection” under one and the same law.

Protection is hereby secured to the rsons of all people, together
with their lands, their building lots, and all their property, while they
conform to the laws of the kingdom, amd nothing whatever shall be
taken from any individual except by express provision of the laws.
Whatever chief shall aect perseveringly in violation of this declaration
shall no longer remain a chief of the Hawailan Islands, and the same
shall be true of the governors, officers, and all land agents. But if
anyone who is dlsfosed shall change his course and regulate his con-
duct by law, it shall then be in the power of the chiefs to reinstate him
in the place he occupied previous to his being disposed.

It will be seen that this bill of rights left muech to be done in
defining the rights in land granted by it. It appears by the
constitution enacted by the King, the kuhina nui, or premier,
and the chiefs the following year, that the feudal right of con-
trolling transfers was still retained in the sovereign in the
following words:

Kamehameha I was the founder of the kingdom, and to him belonged
all the land from one end of the islands to the other, though it was not
his own private property. It belonged to the chiefs and the people in
common, of whom Kamehameha |1 was the head, and had the manage-
ment of the landed property. Wherefore there was not formerly, and
is not now, any person who couldl or can convey away the smallest por-
tlon of land without the consent of the one who had or has the direc-
tion of the kingdom.

During these years of undefined rights the common people
were protected in their holdings by law to a certain extent.
The question of proportionate interests of the King, the chiefs,
and the common people in the lands of the kingdom was one of
great difficulty.
such a community of interest, hut Hawaiian precedents threw
no light upon the problem of division. It had been a new de-
parture to admit that the people had any inherent right to the
soil, and now to carry out that principle required the adoption
of methods entirely foreign to the traditions of Hawaiian feu-
dalism.

During this transition period the necessity of an organized
government separate from the person of the King became ap-
parent to the chiefs, and this was carried out by three compre-
hensive acts in 1845, 1846, and 1847, The first, * to organize the
executive ministry of the Hawaiian Islands™; the second, * to
organize the executive departments of the Hawaiian Islands”;

The constitution of 1840 distinctly recognized .
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and, third, “to organize the judiciary department of the
Hawaiian Islands.” As soon as the existence of a responsible
government detached from the person of the King became an
accepted feature of the political system, it was felt that in some
way or other the Government ought to have public lands and
become the source of land titles.

The act creating the executive department contained a
statute establishing a board of royal commissioners to quiet
land titles. This board considered the claims of various ten-
ants and its decision was binding upon the Government.

This board decided that there were but three classes of vested
or original rights in land, which were in the King or Govern-
ment, the chiefs, and the common people, and these three classes
of Interest were about equal in extent.

Later in 1848 the great mahele or division was made, setting
apart the land in three portions. The King and chiefs received
for their portion 1,619,000 acres; the Government, 1,505,460
acres; the balance, amounting approximately to 984,000 acres,
was not conveyed to the common people but reverted to the
Crown.

The common people, being left out in the division after being
recognized as owners of a third interest in the Kingdom, believ-
ing that new methods had to be adopted to place them in pos-
gession, assumed that these lands were being held in trust by
the Crown for their benefit. What the trust was and whether
or not it was performed is not clear. However, the lands were
not reconveyed to the common people, and it was so held by
each monarch from the time of the division in 1848 down to
the time of the dethronement of Queen Lilinokalani in 1893.

Having shown the history of our land system and the in-
Justice done the common people by those in power, I will now
relate incidents showing the troublous times the Hawaiian
Kisgdom had from time to time with foreign powers, prin-
cipally growing out of the selfish greed of individuals of those
several Governments who had taken up residence in Hawail,
including the incidents whereby these same lands came into
the possession of the United States Government.

The first foreigners to give the islands concern were the
Russians, Gov, Baronoff, of Alaska, in pursuance of a deter-
mined design to establish a Russian colony in the islands sent
the ship Bering in the year 1814 on a cruise to the islands.
This ship was wrecked, but was followed soon after by three
other vessels. The Russians constructed a fort at what is now
Honolulu and mounted cannon there. This resulted in great
excitement nmongst the inhabitants and caused Kamehameha I
to build a fort on IPunchbowl, directly back of the city of
Honolulu, and ordered the Russians to leave the islands. They
did so without resistance, and subsequently the King received
a communication from the Russian Government assuring him
that the action of the Russians had been wholly without the
consent of the Russian Government. -

Upon the arrival in Honolulu. of Mr. Richard Charlton, the
British consul, in 1825, began a policy of diplomatic inter-
ference with Hawailan affairs and harassed the Government
continually, causing friction between the Hawaiian people and
the British subjects. So in 1829 the King issued a proclamation
over his name and that of Kaahumanu and 10 others of the
highest chiefs, in which he declared that the laws of his coun-
try forbade murder, theft, licentiousness, the retailing of ar-
dent spirits, Sabbath breaking, and gambling; and that these
laws were in force against foreigners residing on the islands
as well as his own people. The English consul threatened
them® with vengeance of Great Britian if they should presume
to make any laws withount first obtaining the sanction of his
Government. The King replied that the law applied to the
British consul as well as to the humblest native.

This continued until the year 1843, when Lord George Paulet
arrived in Honolulu and immediately made harsh demands
upon the King, at the same time clearing his ship for action
in case the demands were not complied with. To forestall him
and to avoid any further difficulty the islands were condition-
ally ceded to Great Britain, a commission being dispatched
- to take up the matter with the British Government, His act
wias condemned by his Government, and on July 25 of the same
vear Rear Admiral Thomas, commanding the British fleet in
the Pacifie, arrived in Honolulu and issued a proclamation
restoring the monarchy.

Likewise the little island kingdom had its troubles with
France, growing out of similar disregard of the Hawaiian law.
France insisted on importing and selling intoxieating liquor
within the kingdom. Trouble continued, and the King was
forced to dispatch a commission to France. The King, seeing
the insistance with which the French violated the local law
regarding the selling of ardent gpirits, formed the first temper-
ance league ever known in an endeavor to curtail the illicit

traffic, and which was composed of himself and his chiefs, the
resolution adopted being as follows:

We will not drink ardent spirits for pleasure,

We will not traffic In’ ardent spirits for gain.

We will not engage in distilling ardent spirits.

We will not treat our relatives, acquaintances, or strangers with
ardent spirits except with the consent of a temperate physician.
labvg: will not give ardent spirits to workmen on aecount of their

This unsettled condition remained until 1857, when matters
were finally adjusted satisfactorily.

The American residents, seeing the possibility in sugar-cane
growing and the manufacture of sugar, developed the industry
to some extent, but it did not reach its height until King
Kalakaua made a personal visit to Washington, and in 1876 a
reciprocity treaty was negotiated and ratified by both the
United States and Hawaiian Kingdom.

This prosperity lasted until 1890, the year the United States
Congress passed the McKinley tariff bill, placing sugar on the
free list and giving the Ameriean producer a bounty of $40
per ton. This act took from Hawaii all of the advantages it
had enjoyed under the reciprocity treaty. The McKinley bill
and the anxiety of those who had invested money in sugar
production and the ever-present Japanese bugaboo furnished
the necessary excuse for the overthrow of the Queen.

In 1893 the monarchy was overthrown. On the face of things
it appeared as though the monarchy was overthrown -from
within by the people residing in the islands, but as a matter
of fact the monarchy was overthrown by the superior forces of
the United States, who landed marines from the U. 8. 8.
Boston without permission or request of the Hawaiian Gov-
ernment and took their position between the palace and the
Government building. At this time the most friendly relations
existed between the United States and the Hawailan Kingdom,
dating from the first treaty made on December 23, 1826. On
this particular day business of all kinds was being carried on
as usual without interruption. Perfect guiet and good order
existed throughout the city, there being not even a suggestion
of d{forder or danger to the life or property of either citizen
or alien. .

On the following day, nearly 24 hours after the landing of
the American troops, on my way to the palace 1 saw a dozen or
so foreigners, who had been previously assured of a recognition
by the United States minister as soon as a provisional govern-
ment was proclaimed, proceed to the Government building,
where the leader read a proclamation deposing the Queen and
establishing a provisional government. The only audience fo
this funection that I could see besides their own number was the
native janitor.

The marshal and the commander of the Queen's troops were
ready and anxious to proceed immediately to take the Govern-
ment building and arrest the parties in possession, but the pres-
ence of the American troops and certain rumors with regard
to the attitude of the American minister caused the Queen’s
cabinet to confer with him officially before taking any action.
They learned from the American minister in writing that he
had recognized the provisional government and would support
it with the United States troops.

As any action on the part of the Hawalian officials meant a
collision with the United States troops, the Queen decided,
upon the advice of her cabinet, to surrender to superior
forces of the United States and await a settlement of the case
on a presentation of the facts to the authorities in Washington.

The provisional government thus created, later made a pro-
tectorate of the United States, was then succeeded by a
republic.

I mention these troublous times not with any malice toward
either those who established the provisional government or
toward the United States. My one desire is to point out how
these lands, which we are now asking to be set aside for the
rehabilitation of the Hawaiian race, in which a one-third inter-
est of the common people had been recognized, but iznored in
the division, and which had reverted to the Crown, presumably
in trust for the people, were taken over by the Republic of
Hawail by an article of the econstitution of the Republic of
Hawaii, which reads as follows:

ArT. 95. That egort!on of the public domain known as Crown lands
is hereby declared to have been heretofore and now to be the prop-
erty of the Hawailan Government and to be free and clear from any

ust of or concerning the same -and from all claim of any pature
whatsoever, upon the rents, issues, and profits thereof. It shall be
m:ﬂ:leet to alienation and other uses as-may be provided by law. All
¥ d leases thereof now in existence are hereby confirmed.

By annexation these lands became a part of the public lands
of the United States, and by the provisions of the organic act
are under the custody and control of the Territory of Hawaii.
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The tillable lands given to the Government at the time of
the mahele or division of 1848 had practically all been dis-
posed of prior to this time. So as soon as the Crown lands
were available for purchase or settlement by virtue of article
95 of the constitution, as noted above, large areas were dis-
posed of by the Government, and had it not been for the long-
term leases made by King Kalakaua, which were extant at
the time the constitution of the Republic of Hawali was
adopted, and which were recognized therein, the area of Crown
lands at the time of annexation would have been considerably
reduced.

The lands mentioned in this bill, which are to be set aside
and leased for 99 years at a nominal rental to those of
Hawaiian blood, are principally Orown lands on which the
Kalakaua leases made 30 years ago are about to expire. I feel
that as the United States came into possession of these lands
after they had been confiscated by successful revolutionists,
with the aid of the United States minister, Congress in its
wisdom will recognize our claims.

Some of the Hawaiians who occupied lands at the time of the
division as terants by filing their claims obtained an allodial
title to the land occupied. The total area received by them
through this method was approximately 28,000 acres, and this
area was divided among 3,000 families, while on the other hand
33 missionary families received 41,000 acres.

It is regrettable, however, that from the very beginning the
missionaries did not use their influence to safeguard the title
to this land, making it inalienable in years to come, as they
had, no doubt, used their influence to have the division made
on the plea that it would assist in Christianizing the islands,
for, as time showed, the shrewd newcomer, who saw far ahead
the industrial possibilities of the islands, outwitted the
Hawaiian, who for generations had looked only upon the land
as a means of producing his sustenance, Gradually the land
passed away from him and in many cases the land went with-
out hardly any return. Hence to-day the great majority of
the Hawaiian people own no land.

The Hawaiian race is passing. And if conditions continue to
exist as they do to-day, this splendid race of people, my people,
will pass from the face of the earth. At the time of the dis-
covery, in 1778, Capt. Cook estimated the population at 400,000,
which he probably overestimated. Two hundred and fifty thou-
sand would be about the correct number. The official census
taken in 1832, 54 years later, revealed the fact that there were
130,319 Hawailans, and to-day only 20,000 pure Hawaiians are
left and an equal number of part Hawaiians.

The legislation proposed seeks to place the Hawaiian back on
the soil, so that the valuable and sturdy traits of that race,
peculiarly adapted to the islands, shall be preserved to posterity.

I think a situation is presented here that can be distingnished
from any other. Perhaps we have a legal right, certainly we
have a moral right, to ask that these lands be set aside. We
are not asking that what you are to do be in the nature of a
largesse or as a grant, but as a matter of justice—belated
justice—and extend at least a helping hand, without cost to
the Government of the United States, to the Hawaiians in their
endeavor to rehabilitate themselves, a people who are thor-
oughly loyal to the Government of the United States.

It is a subject in comparison with which all others sink into
insignificance, for our first and great duty is that of self-preser-
vation. Our acts are in vain unless you can stay the wasting
hand that is destroying my people, 1 feel a heavy and special
responsibility resting upon me in this matter, but it is one in
which you all must share; nor shall we be acquitted by man or
our Maker of a neglect of duty if we fall to act speedily and
effectually in the cause of my people.

Title III of this bill provides for amendments to the Hawailan
organic act.

In order to meet the increase in expense of the legislators
who have come from the outside islands to attend the sessions
of the legislature, it is provided by section 810 of this bill that
the salary of the members of the legisiature be increased from
$600 for any regular session to $1,000 and from $200 for each
special session to $500. The amendment also inereases the
mileage from 10 to 20 cents per mile for each member of the
legislature in coming to and departing from the sessions, This
is paid out of funds in the Territorial treasury.

Section 302 of this bill provides for the amendment io section
55 of the Hawalian organic act whereby it is sought to permit
the Territory to extend its indebtedness to 10 per cent of the
assessed value of the property of the Territory. The Territory
has found it necessary to extend its indebtedness in order to
carry out projects in the course of construction and in con-
templation.

I beg to call the attention of Congress to the fact that a good
part of the then income necessary to meet the current expenses
of former governments was derived from the customs receipts,
post-office receipts, and postal savings bank, but by annexation
we lost this revenue, which amounted at that time to half of
the income of the Hawaiian Government. To meet that loss the
Territory is forced to raise the taxes and issue bonds.

Hawali has expanded rapidly in an industrial way since an-
nexation, and the needs for public improvements to keep
pace with this expansion have been great, far greater than
could be provided by revenues from taxation alone, and in order
to meet this vast outlay we have been compelled to issue honds.
While we have been running into debt consistently, we have
been left out of consideration in the many bills enacted into
law wherein the Federal Government assists the various States,
Take, for example, the so-called good-roads act, passed in 1914,
We do not benefit even though we have expended millions of
dollars on the construction and maintenance of roads, which
in a very large measure are used by the military forces located
in the islands, and because of that it necessitates the building
of a road of different type from that which our needs demand—a
wider and heavier foundation of concrete, s

Likewise, Hawaii was ignored in the last session of the last
Congress, when by a rider on the Post Office bill a large expen-
diture of money was authorized for road construction in con-
junection with the States, primarily to give employment to dis-
charged soldiers, sailors, and marines,

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, the mainland can point with
pride to Hawaii and her participation in the great world con-
flict in the interests of humanity. Before and at the time of
the declaration of war by the United States, Hawaii had already
her full quota of 8,000 men in her National Guard. Before the
draft law came into effect, our boys were already serving in
great numbers In the allied armies. Besides these, many vol-
unteered and served their country overseas. Later five of these
Hawaiian boys were numbered among the first to give up their
lives for their country and flag. [Applause.]

Still we were eliminated from participation in legislation
beneficial to discharged soldiers and sailors. I might also add
that not only did Hawaii go over the top in man power, but in
addition oversubscribed its quota in each of the five Liberty
loans and with the exception of the State of Nebraska was the
only one of the States or Territories to oversubseribe its quota
in war savings stamps. [Applause.] In addition we over-
subscribed our quota in all the Red Cross drives and the united
welfare campaign.

I want to ecall the attention of this House to the fact that
some of the Members of Congress perhaps have the impression
that Hawaii is foreign territory, not only in its institutions but
also its people, somewhat in the same category as Porto
Rico and the Philippines. Far from it, gentlemen. Hawaii
came into the fold of this country not by conquest but by a
treaty of annexation approved and ratified by both this country
and the Government of Hawaii. By that treaty Hawaii was
made a full-fledged Territory of the United States.

For 60 years prior to annexation Hawail had a constitutional
form of government, recognized by all the great powers of
the world.

The system of government then was similar to that of fhis
country, The American influence coupled with the natural love
of liberty and justice among the Hawaiians brought about a
gystem that needed very little adjustment in order to become
an American Territory. The organic act provides that all
Hawaiinan laws not inconsistent with the Constitution and laws
of the United States and the organie act should continue in
force. This conclusion was reached after an investigation by a
congressional commission who satisfied themselves that the
dominating American influence for 75 years prior to annexa-
tion had resulted in a Government so like that of the United
States that few changes were necessary. Among some of the
laws repealed were the postal-savings law and the bankruptey
law, yet 10 years later Congress passed identically the same
laws which Hawaii had before annexation and which the com-
mission had repealed. The American flag in Hawalil floats over
schools that have been essentially American for a hundred years
and in which only the English language is taught. [Applause.]

It floats over the courts of justice conducted under the
American system of jurisprudence, presided over by judges and
impleaded by lawyers trained in the law schools of America,
But we are not only Americans in our institutions and educa-
tion, but also in the scientific development of our agriculture,
the extent of our shipping, and most of all in our heavy pay-
ments to the National Treasury.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. Will the gentleman yield?
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Mr. KALANTANAOLE. I will

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. It might be of interest to the
membership to know that the first printing press in the State
of Washington came from Hawaii. [Applause.]

Mr. KALANTANAOLE. Our commerce has expanded with
our industries. For the year 1919 our exports amounted to
$88,000,000 and our imports to $55,000,000. Our shipping has
also expanded from 1,800,000 toms in 1902 to 5,000,000 tons in
1914.

Hawaii, since annexation, has been and is contributing annu-
ally $3,000,000 into the National Treasury. I might alsoadd that
for the fiscal year ending June 30, 1918, the Territory of Hawail
paid $9,000,000 into the Treasury and she stood thirty-fourth
amongst the States and Territories, including the District of
Columbia, in internal revenue and returns. Bear in mind, gentle-
men, this sum is over and above all expenses that the Federal
Government incurs. We gladly contribute our share of the
burden to the Federal Government the same as any other State
does, but we do object emphatically in the rank diserimination
in legislation whereln the Federal Government assists the
various States and where we are left out. We have been and are
continually burdening ourselves with indebtedness in the build-
ing and upkeep of our roads, which in a large measure are
used by the military. We have our own workmen’s compensa-
tion law, our vocational training law, and our farmer’s loan
law, besides expending over a million dollars a year in educat-
ing our alien population. In making these laws we never in-
tended that the Federal Government should’ aid us in earrying
them out, but if the Government wishes to assist the States in
these laws, then why is Hawaii excluded from such benefits?
[Applause.]

We do not ask for any favors, but we do object to having our
citizens taxed for the benefit of the citizens of other States.
All we ask is justice.

The Pacific every day comes more to the fore in our national
affairs. Hawail must be made easy of access from the main-
land. Our harbors must be improved and our improvement
projects must be carried out. If this extension of limit of in-
debtedness is permitted and our projects carried out, Hawail
will become not only in theory but in reality the crossroads
and paradise of the Pacific.

It strikes me that when Congress passed the organic act it
intended to permit the Territory to bond itself up to 10 per
cent. Besides permitting the Territory to bond itself up to
T per cent of the assessed value of property, it permitted
the various counties to bond themselves up to 3 per cent. To
date nearly 50 per cent of the money secured through bonds
have been advanced to the counties, and they have not, on
ggcount of the credit extended by the Territory, issued any

nds.

Notwithstanding all this Hawaii still goes on and by the
patriotic impulse of its citizens burdens itself with taxation and
indebtedness so that Hawaii may still eontinue to be the para-
dise of the Pacific.

Section 303 of this bill seeks fo amend section 66 of the |
organie act by making the governor a bona fide ecitizen and
resident of the Territory. Section 311 seeks to place the same
qualifications on the pother appointees. Section 312 of the bill
seeks to increase the salaries of the Territorial officials.

The governor, the secretary of the Territory, the supreme
and circuit judges are appointed by the President of the
United States, all of whom must be citizens of the Territory.
By this bill it is sought to make them, besides being citizens,
bona fide residents of the Territory, making them, in order to
qualify, be residents of the Territory three years next preceding
their appointment. The judges of the United States district
court, the United States attorney, and the United States mar-
shal are also appointed by the President, and it is sought by
this bill to make them comply with the same condition. Under
the present law there is no restriction as to residence within
the Territory prior to appointment of the United States dis-
trict judges, the attorney, and marshal. As a result many
appointees were sent from the mainland. While in the main
we have been forfunate in having men who were easily adapt-
able to our conditions, still I am a strong believer in the policy
of home rule. We have men in Hawaii, born and raised there,
who are capable of filling any Jederal position, and, being
familiar with the customs and econditions of our people, would
make equally good and, I have no doubt, even better officials
of the Government than those who are sent to Hawaii from
the mainland.

I might add here that none of those officials are receiving
salaries commensurate with their duties and responsibilities.

The governor, particularly, is the first representative of the

President of the United States to be met by the foreign traveler
from the Orient or the Antipodes. He must maintain the tra-
ditional hospitality of the United States upon his eomparatively
small salary. I might also say right here that the Territory
itself is paying its attorney general a larger salary than the
Federal Government pays the governor.

Now, gentlemen, our Territorial judges are underpaid, and
in order to secure the best of the legal profession we must
allow them increased compensation. Take the United States
district judges for example, who preside over our Federal court,
the jurisdiction of which is very limited, having jurisdiction
only over the military reservations and violations of Federal
statutes and in admiralty. - Lhe great bulk of justice is dispensed
in our circuit courts. Fully five times as much work is done
by any one of the circuit judges as by the United States dis-
trict judges. Litigation involving enormous sums of money
come before our circuit courts. They have jurisdiction in all
eriminal and eivil cases and matters in equity, and yet the
Federal judges receive an annual salary of $7,500 and our eir-
cunit judges only receive $4,000. Even our police magistrate
for the city of Homolulu receives more. This bill asks for
proper adjustment of these salaries.

Section 313 of this bill provides a new section to the organic
act dealing with the employment of citizen labor on Federal
work in the islands. FEet me call your attention to the existing
labor conditions and the opportunity of skilled and unskilled
labor in the Territory. You are more or less familiar with the
fact that the Army and Navy maintain posts on the island of
Oalin. Considerable construction work has been carried on in
the past and still is being carried on by the Government on the
military and naval reservations there. Upon this work the Gov-
ernment has been and still is employing cheap coolie labor who
are not citizens and are ineligible to become citizens of the
United States, and only because their labor is cheap.

In the efforts to Americanize the Territory and to induce
Amerieans to eome from the mainland and to assist the citizens
to compete with this cheap alien labor, the Territory has laws
which make it compulsory that citizen labor only be employed
on all governmental work, either done by the Territory itself
or by contractors for the Territory. [Applause:]

The American Legion of Hawaii is working diligently to the
end that Hawaii become thoroughly Americanized., It has
passed resolutions in favor of this provision, and also a resolu-
tion whereby it is sought to have the business houses of the
Territory give preference to citizens in employment, and are
seeking to have the business houses follow the resolutions to
the letter. I eall this fact to your attention, gentlemen, to show
how every effort is being bent to bring about good results along
this line, and I also bring this matter to the attention of Con-
gress so- that the people of the Union will be cognizant of the
actions of this patriotic body of Hawaiians who served in the
late war.

Mr. Chairman, I congratulate the American Legion of Hawail
for its patriotie stand in this regard. [Applause.]

The provision in this bill, if enacted into law, requiring the
United States Government to do likewise, will have a beneficial
effect, and if there is not a sufficient amount of a certain type
of skilled labor within the Territory they will be attracted there
by virtue of the fact that they are more or less assured steady
employment, and thereby materially assist the Hawailians to
build up an American community. [Applause.]

The so-called supremacy of the alien labor in Hawaii is not
solely due to the failure of the Federal Government in em-
ploying citizen labor. The Hawailan Sugar Planters’ Associa-
tion has not aided and assisted along this line by giving prefer-
enfial employment to citizens. In former years skilled eitizen
labor was employed on the plantations, but as the coolie or
alien became well enough acquainted with the workings of the
mill he supplanted the citizens. I ‘regret that some of the
plantations in the islands have placed their desire for increased
return above the duty to Americanize the Territory. [Ap-
plause.] Had the plantations given preference to citizens in
the skilled and semiskilled positions in the mills, pumps, shops,
and so forth, and the Federal Government employed citizen
Iabor, there would not have been the exodus of American
citizen skilled labor to the mainland of the United States
which has occurred ever since annexation. The Hawaiians,
who for the love of their islands will not leave it, are compelled
to remain under conditions adverse to their best interest and
eke out an existence as best they can.

I feel very strongly that if Congress makes it mandatory that
only cifizen labor be employed on Federal work within the Terri-
tory, gradually the skilled labor from the mainland will come
to the islands, and the Hawaiians and other citizens will
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return to their former trades from which they were driven by
the alien, and thereby make Hawaii an American community.
[Applause.]

As conditions have made the sugar plantations prosperous,
and as the alien labor have clearly shown their atttiude in the
recent strike, they would, I am sure, having seen the result of
their former action, employ citizen skilled labor wherever
possible,

Although Hawail is paying more, yet the War Department
objects to this section on the ground that it would make con-
struction on the Army posts more expensive, as it would be
necessary to hire citizen labor, What is a few dollars, gentle-
men, when you consider citizenship and patriotism and the
alien menace nursed and fostered in Hawaii by the Govern-
ment itself?

Ever since annexation the Hawailian people have been in-
sistent that the policy of the Federal Executive and of Congress
be to develop Hawaii as speedily as possible as an American
community, still it must be evident to all that it will be impos-
sible to build up an American community in those isolated
islands in the mid-Pacific if the policy of the Government con-
tinues as it has since annexation.

Not only have the Hawaiian people been discouraged in their
attempt to better their condition and to Americanize Hawaii
under American rule but also have been deprived of the benefits
of Americans visiting our fair isles,

We are entitled to the benefits which acerue from such travel,
and we have hopes of attracting by that means settlers who
will become a part of our community.

From the very foundation of the Government one of the
fundamental principles of our Nation has been freedom of
intercourse and commerce between the several States and Ter-
ritories. That principle is written into the Constitution itself
and has been elaborated upon in countless laws and court de-
cisions. And yet, after 20 years of earnest effort since annexa-
tion, we still find Hawali denied freedom of travel to and from
the mainland through the application of a law never designed
to apply to an insular Territory. [Applause.]

Mr. ALMON. Will the gentleman yield?

Mr, KALANITANAOLE, Yes.

Mr. ALMON. Has Alaska the benefit of our law for national
aid to roads? I do not remember.

Mr. KALANIANAOLE. No.

Mr. JOHNSON of Washington. That is just the trouble.
The Territories Committee has endeavored to have this aid to
the States extended to Hawaii, but has not been able to succeed.

Mr, KALANIANAOLE. The principal amendment to section
73 of the organic act is the proviso which allows the land com-
missioner, with the approval of the governor and at least two-
thirds of the members of the land board of the Territory, to
make leases of cultivated sugar-cane lands and to omit the with-
drawal provisions, wherein these lands may be taken for home-
steading purposes whenever he deems it advantageous to the
Territory so to do. By this it is not the intention to abandon
homesteading or to throttle it in'any way. At the hearing be-
fore the committee on territories of the house of the Hawalian
Legislative Commission it was brought out that much of this
land would bring $1,000 per acre were it possible for the Ter-
ritory to sell it at public auction. It is safe to say that the
average price on the whole area involved would be from four to
‘five hundred dollars per acre. The commitiee did not think it
‘expedient to release these valuable lands for homesteading pur-
poses,

The leases on these lands which are about to expire were
made about 80 years ago, without any reference to cane-land
valuation, as the industry was small at that time and very
little devalopment had been made, The committee did not deem
it fair to the Territorial government at this time, when these
‘renewals can be made more advantageously and at a time when
jmoney is needed for schools and health, for harbor, road, and
jother improvements. They did not deem it sound judgment to
(turn over at a small fraction of its value all of this land at this
'-tlme to homesteaders.

I have always been a consistent believer in homesteading,
‘and all during my public career have sought to have the public
lands cut up and given as homesteads to the people. How-
ever, when the Legislature of Hawaii was considering these
highly cultivated lands, the leases of which were about to
expire, they determined to lease one-fifth of them» and ap-
proached Congress with such a resolution. The Legislature of

. Hawaii passed two conflicting resolutions—house concurrent
resolution 28 and senate concurrent resolution 2. To avoid
the conflict house concurrent resolution 28 provided * after
adequate provision has been made by the Congress afore-
said to accomplish the purpose set forth in senate concurrent
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resolution 2 This clause gave the rehabilitation scheme the
preference, and in order to properly provide for such a meas-
ure it was found necessary to lease the highly cultivated lands,
and the committee having determined to assist in the re-
habilitation of the Hawaiian race, as provided in senate con-
current resolution 2, decided to leave the proportion to the
Territorial officials, in favor of the policy of home rule, which
I have slways backed. The present Territorial administration,
I may frankly say, is the best that we have had, and no doubt
they will arrange an amicable adjustment of these highly culti-
vated lands,

The area of these highly cultivated lands as ccempared with
the total area of Government public land is very small, and as
the success of the rehabilitation of the Hawaiian race depends
largely upon the money raised from the leases of these lands, I
am sure that the officials will weigh well the claims of the
Hawaiian on the one hand and the homesteader who would
benefit from the homesteading of these lands on the other.

I am a believer in giving the small man a piece of land and
assisting him to become a prosperous member of the com-
munity. There is no patriotism so great as that whieh is
rooted in the soil. I am a believer in and have been consistent
in the policy of home rule, and I feel that this question should
be settled by the Territory itself.

We have reached a point, gentlemen, where it is neeessary to
administer our land laws, particularly the homesteading law, |
for the benefit of the greatest number, If is useless under the
peculiar conditions obtaining in Hawaili to cut up land and
hold drawings if after the successful applicants go upon their
land they are not assured financial assistance and such other
help from the Government as would assist them in making a
firm start. I believe that the idea as laid out in title 2 of this
bill to assist those of Hawaiian blood in the Territory will be
successful and will stand as an example to the homesteading
of that large area of Government land which up to this time has
only been used for pastoral purposes, but which, I am snre, can
be made as fruitful as other lands of the Territory.

Charges were made by my opponents in the last election thaf
if the Federal farm loan act should be so amended as to iny
clude Hawail the homesteader would thereby be benefited and
enabled to borrow Federal money to develop his homestead.
Knowing that this was impossible under the provisions of the
Federal farm loan act, for the reason that while the home-
steader is in the process of proving up and securing title to
his allotment he has no security to offer, I therefore urged upon
Territorial Senator Wise that proper legislation be passed by,
the Hawaiian Legislature which would enable the homesteader
particularly to borrow Government money and thus assist him
in his efforts to make good on the land. Yet when this bill was
before the House of Representatives of Hawaii it was so
amended that it took away most of the benefits that were orig-
inally in the Wise bill, called the farmers’ loan act.

Much has been said concerning the failure of homesteading
in Hawalii, and the claim has been made that those who applied
for homes on Government land were principally speculators,’
who were desirous of obtaining title to the land as quickly as
possible, as easily as conditions would permit, and at a valua-
tion which would be less than the actual value of the land
itself. The governmental policy is to appraise land for home-
steading purposes at less than the actual value. As Boon as
they obtained title they would sell their holdings and receive the
actual value.

In my opinion one of the vital troubles in regard to home-
steading in the past has been the hostility of the plantations to
the homesteaders and the lack of interest and support of former
Government administrations. Some of the Government lands
have been cut into lots so small that it was absolutely impos-
sible for a man to establish a home upon them and make a livs
ing for himself and family. These conditions, I am glad to say,
are being remedied somewhat, but there is still much to be done,

The homesteader who draws a lot upon which cane has been
growing naturally desires to continue the cultivation of cane,
and as his cane is useless to him unless taken by the neighbor-
ing mill and converted into sugar his success or failure is en-
tirely in the hands of the mills. Many of the contracts for look-
ing after and grinding the homesteader’s cane are such that it is
impossible for him to make more than a bare living, and often
when the crop is matured and is turned over to the plantation
a debit balance is carried over against his next crop. This has
a tendency to discourage the homesteader, and very often as
soon as he acquires title he disposes of his holding.

Homesteading on other than cane land has not been a success
for varying reasons. I it is possible to grow vegetables, fruits,
and so forth, which could be profitably sold in Honolulu and
other centers of population, freight rates have eaten up the
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profits. In the past considerable tracts of public land which
the plantations could not cultivate for sugar have been opened
to homesteading; much of it has been land which was more or
less inconveniently situated and without roads and transporta-
tion facilities. In case the homesteader on this sort of tract
did grow something for market, he would be doomed to failure
before he started.

Mr. Chairman and gentlemen, having explained thé bill as
fully ag possible in the limited time granted me, I respectfully
ask that the bill do pass as submitted. [Loud applause, the
Members rising.]

The CHAIRMAN.
The Clerk will read.

The Clerk read as follows:

Be it enacted, cte.,

The time of the gentleman has expired.

TITLE I.—DEFINTTIONS,

Becrioy 1. This aet may be cited as the “ Hawaiian homes commis-
gion act, 1920."

Bec. 2, When used in this act the term “ Hawalian organic act”
means the nct entitled “An act to provide a government for the Terri-
tory of Hawali,” approved April 30, 1900, as amended.

Mr. DOWELL. Mr. Chairman

Mr. RAKER. Mr. Chairman, I move to strike out the last
word. Is the committee going to rise?

Mr. DOWELL. Yes. Mr. Chairman, I move that the com-
mittee do now rise.

The motion was agreed to.

Accordingly the committee rose; and the Speaker having re-
sumed the chair, Mr. Saxrorp, Chairman of the Committee of
the Whole House on the state of the Union, reported that that
committee had had under consideration the bill (H. R, 13500)
to amend an act entitled “An act to provide a government for
the Territory of Hawaii,” approved April 30, 1900, as amended,
to establish an Hawaiian homes commission, and for other pur-
poses, and had come to no resolution thereon.

ADDITIONAL CLERKS, COMMITTEE ON ENROLLED BILLS.

Mr. IRELAND. Mr, Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of the resolution which I send to the
Clerk’s desk.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Illinois asks unani-
mous consent for the present consideration of a resolution,
which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

House resolution 567.

Resolved, That the chairman of the Committee on Enrolled Bills be,
and he is f)ereb}' authorized to employ such additional clerks as may
be necessary durfug the remalinder of this session of Congress, the pay-

ent of services not to exceed $100, to be paid out of the contingent
und of the House,

The SPEAKER, Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution? [After a pause.] The Chair hears none,
The Clerk will report the resolution.

The resolution was again read.

Mr, IRELAND. DMr, Speaker, this is a resolution that is
always passed just prior to the adjournment of Congress and is
anticipatory to an adjournment or recess, and this permits the
Committee on Enrolled Bills to employ additional help, which
they need owing to the congestion just as this time.

Mr. CLARK of Missouri. Can the gentleman tell us when we
are going to recess or adjourn?

Mr. IRELAND. I am very sorry that I am unable to do so.
I wish I might.

Mr. PARRISH. I understand that there are some three or
four other bills that have been reported by the Committee on
Accounts, and I wish to ask the chairman if he can give me any
idea when those bills will be put before the House for action?

Mr, IRELAND, I can not.

Mr. PARRISII, Can the gentleman refer me to anybody who
ecan?

Mr, IRELAND.

Mr. BLANTON,

Mr. IRELAND. Certainly.

Mr, BLANTON. The gentleman intimated that the neces-
sity for the passage of this resolution arises from the fact that
it is the usual resolution which is passed just before adjourn-
ment or recess. That would carry with it that we are going to
Adjourn or recess. The gentleman would not make that state-
ment without he has some foundation for it?

Mr. IRELAND, The gentleman knows nothing about what
action the House may take,

Mr. BLANTON., The gentleman from Wyoming [Mr., Mon-
peLL]| has notified the gentleman that he has changed his plans
‘differently from what he intimated some time ago?

Mr. IRELAND, No, sir.

JThe SPEAKER. The question is on agreeing to the resolu-
tion. :

The resolution was agreed to.

I am sorry to say I can not.
Will the gentlemman yield?

USE OF ARMY TRANSPORTS TO OLYMPIC GAMES, {

Mr. SANFORD. Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent for
the present consideration of Senate joint resolution 179.

The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New York asks unani«
mous consent for the present consideration of Senate joint reso-
Intion 179, which the Clerk will report.

The Clerk read as follows:

Joint resolution (8. J. Res. 179) authorizing use of Army trans-
ports by teams, individuals, and their equipment representing the United
States in Olympie games and international competitions,

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to the present considera-
tion of the resolution?

There was no objection.

The SPEAKER. The Clerk will report it.

The Clerk read as follows:

Resolved, ete., That authority be, and is hereby, given to the Sec-
retnrg of War to use such Army transports as may be available for
the free transportation of teams, individuals, and their equipment
representing the United States in Olympic games and other interna-
tional competitions.

With committee amendments, as follows:

First committee amendment. Insert the following preamble :

“ Whereas many of the teams now planning to go to Kurope to par-
ticipate in_the Olympic games and international competitions are
members of the Army and Navy and Marine Corps; and

“Whereas one of the objects of these games and competitions is to
stimulate interest in marksmanship and rifle practice; and

“ Whereas there is a scarcity of shipginzvmcllitlas. and it is impos-
sible for the teams going from the United States to secure pri-
vately owned steamships: Therefore be it."

And the second committee amendment: Strike out all after the
resolving clause and insert in lien thereof the following: * That
authority be, and is hereby, given to the BSecretary of War, under
such rules and regulations as he may prescribe, to use such Army
transports as may beé available for the transportation of teams, Indi-
viduals, and their equipment, repregenting the United States in Olympic
games and other international competitions during the present year,”

Mr. BEE. Mr. Speaker, will the gentleman yield?

Mr, SANFORD. I will be glad to.

Mr. BEE. How many does this resolution contemplate will
go?

Mr. SANFORD. If the House will let me make a brief state-
ment, T will say that the committee has been considering this
matter for a long time, The Committee on Military Affairs
has reported it. It has the earnest approval of the Secretary
of War. Altogether there will be probably about 300 men in
the party, of which number about one-third are members of the
Army and Navy. Both the Army and Navy desire to send
shooting teams to the Olympic games.

Mr, BEE. Is it contemplated that the transports shall go
for this specific purpose, whether or no?

Mr. SANFORD. No; the committee would never lave re-
ported this resolution if it were not for this situation. On
account of the steamship situation it is absolutely impossible
for these men to get transportation abroad on privately owned
steamers. We have investigated that matter and have taken it
up with all of the steamship companies in New York, and unless
we do this we can not have an American team take part this
year in the Olympic games.

The Secretary of War says that it would be desirable for the
American teams to compete, The Army and Navy both will
send shooting teams, and, so far as we can see, it will not cost
the Government a penny to carry on the transports the others
who are not in the Army or Navy., It need not necessarily be
considered as a precedent,

Mr. BLANTON. The gentleman spoke of the 300 men from
the Army and Navy, and if 500 were transported that would
leave 200 not accounted for; and that fact, following the sug-
gestion of a recess or adjournment, might be considered signifi-
cant, Can the gentleman tell us whether any of our colleagues
are going on this summer trip? -

Mr. SANFORD. I do not understand so. This resolution
does not authorize any of our colleagues to go unless they
qualify on the Olympic teams. If we have any sprinters or
jumpers among us, perhaps they might go. [Laughter.]

Mr. BLANTON, All the expenses are to be paid by the Gov-
ernment? ’

Mr. SANFORD. The Government pays no expense, and the
regulations of the Secretary of War will be such as are usual
on such oceasions,”that each man will pay for his board on
the ship. The resolution provides that the transports are to be
furnished under such regulations as the Secretary of War shall
prescribe. .

Mr. BLANTON, But the other people who will go on this
trip will undoubtedly involve some expense, will they not?

Mr. SANFORD. Of course, the Army can send its own men
and the Navy can‘send its own men without this regulation.

Mr. BLANTON. But when they eat the food on the ship the
people of the United States will have to pay for that food, at)
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a time when we are not now raising more than a minimum
amount of it.

Mr. SANFORD. The Secretary of War will by this resolu-
tion create no charge against the Government of the United
States.

Mr. BLANTON., I will not consent to the passage of this reso-
lution without the presence of a gquorum. I wish the gentleman
would follow a good suggestion I heard a while ago.. If the
zentleman will send these 300 men down to the farms in Texas,
they might produce something worth while.

Mr. SANFORD. These boys will come from all over the
Tnited States, from the teams in the wvarious States in the
country, and the Army and the Navy are interested in the
matter on account of the athletic features involved. We want
these boys to compete in the service in order to hold up the
name of America in these Olympic games this year. The com-
mittee has gone into it very carefully and has agreed to bring
this out.

Mr. BLANTON. Well, Mr. Speaker, I will follow the gentle-
man's advice and withdraw the point of order.

Mr, SISSON, Mr, Speaker, I make the point that no quorum

is present.
ADJOURNMENT.
Mr. MONDELL, Mr. Speaker, I move that the House do now
adjourn.

The motion was agreed to; accordingly (at 6 o'clock and 1
minute p. m.) the House adjourned until to-morrow, Saturday,
May 22, 1920, at 12 o'clock noon.

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC.

Under clause 2 of Rule XXIV, executive communications were
taken from the Speaker’s table and referred as follows:

1. A letter from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting
supplemental estimate of appropriation required by the War
Department for payment of additional claims for damages to
private property growing out of fire and explosion at Morgan,
N. J. (H. Doc. No. 777) ; to the Committee on Appropriations
and ordered to be printed.

2. A letter from the Secretary of War, transmitting a letter
from the Chief of Engineers, together with report of Maj.
Charles T. Leeds, Engineers, also report of Maj. Frederick B.
Downing, Corps of Engineers, on a preliminary examination and
survey, respectively, of Moro Bay, Calif.; to the Committee on
Rivers and Harbors.

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIC BILLS AND
RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 2 of Rule XITI, bills and resolutions were sev-
erally reported from committees, delivered to the Clerk, and
referred to the several calendars therein named, as follows:

Mr, JOHNSON of Mississippi, from the Committee on the
Public Lands, to which was referred the bill (H. R. 12045) to
proyide for the conveyance of lots on the low grounds of Wash-
ington, D. C., reported the same without amendment, accom-
panied by a report (No. 1019), which said bill and report were
referred to the House Calendar.

Mr. FORDNEY, from the Committee on Ways and Means, to
which was referred the bill (H. R. 14157) to provide adjusted
compensation for veterans of the World War, to provide revenue
therefor, and for other purposes, reported the same without
amendment, accompanied by a report (No. 1020), which said
bill and report were referred to the Committee of the Whole
House on the state of the Union.

PUBLIC BILLS, RESOLUTIONS, AND MEMORIALS.

Under clause 3 of Rule XXII, bills, resolutions, and memorials
- were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. KING: A bill (H. R. 14173) to reduce the high cost
of necessities of life; to the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency.

By Mr. IRELAND: A bill (H. R, 14174) authorizing a pre-
liminary survey to be made of certain portions of the Illinois
River and its tributaries; to the Committee on Rivers and
Harbors.

By Mr. KREIDER: A bill (H, R. 14175) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to donate to Shade Post, No. 399, of Gratz, Pa.,
one German cannon or fieldpiece; to the Committee on Military
Affairs.

By Mr. FORDNEY : A bill (H. R. 14176) authorizing the Sec-
retary of War to make donation of condemned German cannon
to the city of Alma, Mich. ; to the Committee on Military Affairs, '

By Mr. MAPES (by request of the Commissioners of the Dis-
trict of Columbia) : A bill (H. R. 14177) to amend an act enti-
tled “An act to provide for the support and the maintenance of
bastards in the District of Columbia ”; to the Committee on the
District of Célumbia.

Also (by reguest of the Commissioners of the Distriet of Co-
lumbia), a bill (H. R, 14178) to amend an act entitled “An act
making it a misdemeanor in the District of Columbia to abandon
or willfully neglect to provide for the support and maintenance
by any person of his wife or his or her minor children in desti-
tute or necessitous circumstances”; to the Committee on the
District of Columbia.

Also (by request of the Commissioners of the District of Co-
Iumbia), a bill (H. R, 14179) to amend an act entitled “An act
to create a juvenile eourt in and for the District of Columbia ™ ;
to the Committee on the Distriet of Columbia.

By Mr. FORDNEY : Resolution (H. Res. 566) providing for
the consideration of House bill 14157; to the Committee on
Rules.

By Mr. GARLAND : Resolution (H. Res. 568) providing for
the consideration of H. R. 130901 ; to the Cominittee on Rules.

By Mr. GRIFFIN : Joint resolution (H. J. Res. 360) authoriz-
ing the Postmaster General to allow and pay to the employees
of the Postal Service a flat increase of 25 per cent on all basic
salaries pending the report of the Joint Congressional Post
Office Salaries Reclassification Commission and legislation car-
rying same into effect; to the Committee on the Post Office and
Post Itoads.

By Mr. ESCH : Memorial of the Legislature of the State of
New Jersey, for the furtherance of a national system of high-
ways in cooperation with the various States of the Union; to
the Committee on Roads.

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS.

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, private bills and resolutions
were introduced and severally referred as follows:

By Mr. DYER: A bill (H. R. 14180) granting an increase of
pension to John Condon; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. HERSEY: A bill (H. R. 14181) granting a pension
to George F. Phillips; to the Committee en Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. HUSTED : A bill (H. R. 14182) for the relief of the
White Plains Agricultural and Fair Association; to the Com-
mittee on War Claims,

By Mr. KAHN: A bill (H. R. 14183) granting an Increase
of pension to Matilda E. Ames; to the Committee on Pensions,

By Mr. KELLY of Pennsylvania: A bill (H. R. 14184) grant-
ing a pension to Rachel Tweedle; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

By Mr. MOORE of Ohio: A bill (H. R. 14185) granting a
pension to Samuel H. Neese; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions,

Also, a bill (H. R. 14186) granting a pension to John Hill; to
the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. OLDFIELD: A bill (H. R. 14187) granting a pension
to William W. Moore; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. SNELL: A bill (H. R. 14188) granting a pension to
Viola Lawrence; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14189) granting a pension to Lucy Ester-
brooks; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14190) granting a pension to Thomas
Debuke ; to the Committee on Invalid Pensions.

By Mr. STINESS: A bill (H. R. 14191) granting an increase
of pension to Emilyn L. Bennett; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions. o

By Mr. TAYLOR of Tennessee: A bill (H. R. 14192) grant-
ing a pension to Cena M. Maples; to the Committee on Invalid
Pensions.

Also, a bill (H. R. 14193) granting a pension to James
Cantrell ; to the Committee on Pensions.

By Mr. WEBSTER: A Dbill (H. R. 14194) granting an in-
crease of pension to William Sondergaard ; to the Committee on
Pensions.

By Mr. WHITE of Maine: A bill (H. R. 14195) granting a
g&uslon to Mary E. Wells; to the Committee on Invalid Pen-

ons.

PETITIONS, ETC,

Under clause 1 of Rule XXII, petitions and papers were laid
on the Clerk's desk and referred as follows:

3786. By the SPEAKER (by request): Petition of Bright-
wood Citizens’ Association, of Washington, D. C., favoring the
emergency relief of a $500 bonus for teachers in the District
of Columbia ; to the Committee on Appropriations.
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3787. Also, petition of sundry citizens of Massachusetts, favor-
ing increased pay for postal employees; to the Committee on
the Post Office and Post Roads.

3788. Also, petition of the Private Soldiers’ and Sailors’ Le-
gion, favoring $500 cash bonus for service men; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

3780. By Mr. ASHBROOK : Petition of 44 members of Cler-
fork Grange, of Butler, Ohio, protesting against the passage

of the Nolan bill, H. R. 12397; to the Committee on Ways and.

Means,

3790. By Mr. CULLEN: Petition of the Merchants' Associa-
tion of New York and the Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce,
opposing blanket bonus to veterans; to the Committee on Ways
and Means, :

8791. Also, petition of the Twentieth Assembly Republican
Club of New York, relative to increased pay for postal em-
ployees; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

3792. Also, petition of the Cloak and Suit Tailors’ Union, Local
9, New York, favoring amnesty for political prisoners; to the
Committee on the Judiciary.

3793. By Mr. DARROW : Petition of the Philadelphia Board
of Trade, protesting against general cash bonus; to the Com-
mittee on Ways and Means.

3794. By Mr. DYER: Petition of 13 individuals or corpora-
tions of St. Louis, Mo., in connection with soldiers’ bonus legis-
- lation ; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

3795. Also, petition of six individuals and associations of St.
Louis, Mo., in connection with postal matters; to the Committee
on the Post Office and Post Roads.

3796. Also, petitions of the St. Louis Chamber of Commerce
against, and the Inland Machine Works in favor of, the adop-
tion of the metric system ; to the Committee on Coinage, Weights,
and Measures. :

3797. Also, petition of three individuals of St. Louis, Mo.,
opposing proposed patent legislation; to the Committee on
Putents.

3798, Also, petition of the Missouri Branch, American Legion,
in connection with various legislation affecting soldiers; to the
Committee on Ways and Means,

3799, Also, petition of the St. Louis executive committee,
American Legion, protesting against House resolution 549; to
the Committee on the Judiciary.

3800. Also, petition of the Amalgamated Sheet Metal Workers
of Springfield, Mo., favoring amnesty to political prisoners; to
the Committee on the Judiciary,

3801. Also, petition of the Advertising Club of St. Louis, Mo.,
protesting against proposed tax on advertising; to the Commit-
tee on Ways and Means.

3802. Also, petition of the Western Coal & Mining Co., of St.
Louis, Mo., against seasonal freight rates for coal; to the Com-
mittee on Interstate and Foreign Commerce,

3803. By Mr. ESCH: Petition of the board of managers of

the New York Produce Exchange, in opposition to bonus legisla-
tion; to the Committee on Ways and Means.
' 3804. Also, petition of Local Union No. 310, International
Molders’ Union, of Racine, Wis., favoring release of political
prisoners and the repeal of the espionage act; to the Committee
on the Judiciary. .

3805. By Mr. FULLER of Illinois: Petition of the Chamber of
Commerce of the United States, opposing a cash bonus to ex-
service men; to the Committee on Ways and Means.

3806. Also, petition of the Woelfel Leather Co., of Morris,
Ill., opposing a tax on sales of certificates of indebtedness; to
the Committee on Ways and Means.

3807. Also, petition of Barnhart Bros. & Spindler, of Chicago,
111, opposing retroactive tax on industries; to the Committee
on Ways and Means.

3808. Also, petition of Frank W, Thomas, of Chicago, and the
Chicago Board of Trade, opposing tax on transactions of boards
of trade and produce exchanges; to the Committee on Ways
and Means. .

38809, Also, petition of Col. Foreman, of Chicago, commander
American Legion, favoring fourfold plan for optional beneficial
legislation for ex-service men; to the Committee on Ways and
Means,

3810. By Mr. JOHNSTON of New York: Petition of the
Brooklyn Chamber of Commerce, New York, and Manufac-
turers and Dealers' League, favoring increased pay for postal
employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads.

8811. By Mr. MAHER: Petition of sundry citizens of
Brooklyn, N. Y., favoring an increase in salaries for postal
employees ; to the Committee on the Post Office and Post Itoads,

3812, By Mr. MONAHAN of Wisconsin: Petition of people
of the district for passage of House bill 3259 ; to the Committee
on Interstate and Foreign Commerce, i

3813. By Mr. O'CONNELL: Letters and resolutions from
sundry citizens of New York, opposing the proposed bonus for
soldiers plan; to the Committee on Ways and Medans.

3814. Also, sundry letters and petitions from citizens of New
York, favoring increased compensation for postal employees; to
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. ;

3815. Also, petition of the Cloak and Suit Tailors’ Union of
New York City, favoring the passage of Senate joint resolution
171 and Senate bill 1233 ; to the Committee on the Judiciary.

3816. By Mr. PAIGE: Evidence in support of House Dbill
14169, granting a pension to Adelia J, Fiske; to the Committee
on Invalid Pensions.

3817. By Mr. RAKER: Petition of C. 8. Foster, president
B. of R. T. Lodge 458, of Dunsmuir, Calif., protesting against the
passage of the Army reorganization bill and urging its defeat ;
to the Committee on Military Affairs.

3818. Also, petition of 600 railroad shop employees of Duns-
muir, Calif., opposing the passage of the Army reorganization
bill; to the Committee on Military Affairs.

3819. By Mr. RIORDAN : Petition of sundry citizens of New
York, opposing stock-sales tax; to the Committee on Ways and
Means.

3820. By Mr. ROWE: Petition urging the passage of H. 1%,
13334 ; to the Committee on the Merchant Marine and Fisheries.

3821. By Mr. SNELL: Petition of sundry citizens of the
counties of Clinton, Essex, and Franklin, N. Y., protesting
against the deferred payment of the interest due on loans made
to Great Britain; to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3822, Also, petition of sundry citizens of the counties of Clin-
ton, Essex, and Franklin, requesting the passage of the Mason
bill, for recognition of the Irish republic by the United States;
to the Committee on Foreign Affairs.

3823. By Mr. TAGUE: Petition of the Industrial Acecident
Board of Boston, Mass,, favoring the industrial vocational train-
ing bill, H. R, 4438; to the Committee on Education,

3824, By Mr. TINKHAM : Petition of the Aero Club of Bos-
ton, Mass., favoring separate air service for Army and Navy;
to the Committee on Military Affairs. 3

3825. Also, petition of the Housekeepers' League of Boston,
Mass., protesting against profiteering; to the Committee on the
Judiciary, ‘

SENATE.
Saruroay, May 22, 1920.
(Legislative day of Friday, May 21, 1920.)

The Senate met at 12 o'clock noon, on the expiration of the
recess,
NATIONAL PROHIBITION (8, DOC. NO. 277).

The VICE PRESIDENT laid before the Senate a communica-
tion from the Secretary of the Treasury, transmitting a supple-
mental estimate of appropriation in the sum of $1,500,000, re-
quired by the Bureau of Internal Revenue for the employment
of guards and watchmen, and other expenses necessary in the
prevention of violations of the * national prohibition act,” being
for the fiscal year 1921, which, with accompanying paper, was
referred to the Committee on Appropriations and ordered to be
printed.

MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE.

A message from the House of Representatives, by D. K. Hemp-
stead, its enrolling clerk, announced that the House agrees to
the amendments of the Senate to the joint resolution (H. J.
Res. 327) terminating the state of war declared to exist April 6,
1917, between the Imperial German Government and the United
States, permitting on conditions the resumption of reciprocal
trade with Germany, and for other purposes.

The message also returned to the Senate, in compliance with
its request, the bill (8. 4332) to exchange the present Federal
building and site at Gastonia, N. C., for a new site and building,

The message further announced that the House agrees to the
amendment of the Senate to the bill (H. R. 12626) for the relief
of certain persons to whom, or their predecessors, patents were
issued to public lands along the Snake River in the State of
Idaho under an erroneous survey made in 1883,

The message also announced that the House had passed the

following bills, in which it requested the concurrence of the
Senate:
_ H.R.13558. An act for the purpose of improving the facilities
and service of the Bureau of War Risk Insurance, and of fur-
ther amending and modifying the war-risk insurance act, as
amended ; and

H. R. 13627. An act to amend paragraph (e) of section T of
the act approved March 3, 1019, entitled “An act to anthorize
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